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80 THE grand queſtion to be tried is 
« Whether a SYSTEM filled with obligation and re- 
cc ſponſibility, of MEN to. WQMEN, and of WOMEN 
46 to MEN, even unto death itſelf, and this eſta- 

| *66-bliſhed by 1nFiNIrE WIspOM, is not better I 
ce calculated to prevent the ruin of the female ſex, | 
&« with all its horrid . conſequences, both to the 


.'* public and individuals, than a SYSTEM of Ba- 
nan contrivance, where neither obligation nor 


se reſponſibility are to be found, either of MEN to 
„ woOMEN, or of -WOMEN to MEN, in inſtances of 
& the moſt important concern to BOTH, but more 
ks 4 eſpecially to the zyeater ſex??? 


+ i340. * 


ä 8 . See Vol. i. ral. . a 


NT. R KA. Tos 1 0110 
V OL. 1. 


— A 33. L 7 · for conferration, read  confurenion. 


VOL. n. 85 
85 7. pos 3. of the ſecond n. for. coiri. read coize, . 
72+ I. 19. after any, add, where Gop's law hath t : it 4 
1 297. n. I. 3. or alterations Fead altercations. * PR 2 
167. 1. 7. n. for be read he. 7 r 
230. J. 326, 1. W nud C err. 
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CHAP. * © Py 
TH * Davoncm. 


TILL on this ſubject, as on a Ks 
'I reſt, we muſt ho the holy ſcriptures 
alone in our view; as the will of Gop, 
touching this, and all things elſe; is on! 
to be known from the revelation which 
He hath been 977 to make of it in 
His:woRD. _ 

The firſt marriage we rb BY was be. 
tween our firſt parents Adam and Eve, and 
on that occaſion, we find the will of THR 
MosT Hicn, with reſpe& to the mndiſoju- 
bility of the marriage, declared by the- 
mouth of Adam, Gen. ii. 23, 24.— Tr 
is now bone f my. bones, and fleſh of my 

fleſh; ſhe fhall be called Woman, becaufe 
ſhe was taken out of Man. There fore (or, 
for this cauſe) ſhall 2 man leave is father” 
and mother, and my CLEAVE rte bis 
or... W wiſe; 


e 4 
+08 Ws 


2-4. 


2 * rr 5 —_— EE. 


wife, and they Gali be one fe 75. Theſe 


are not to be looked upon merely as the 
words of Adam, but of Him that made 


them male. and female, declared by Adam. 


See Matr. xix. 4, 5; where. CuRIST 
quotes this primary law of marriage, and 
abſolute prohibition of divorce, thus— 
Have.ye not red, that, he which made them 
at the beginning made them male and female, 
and ſaid, For this cauſe ſhall a man leave u- 
ther and mother, and cleave unto his wife, 


and they twain ſhall be one fleſh. Comp. 


1 Cor. vi. 15, 16. The concluſion which 
CnR1sT'draws from this inſtitution is as 
. heręfore they are no more twain, 

we od Heſh.: what therefore, Gop hath 
Joined together; let not man put aſunder, By 
this it appears, that when once a man and 


woman have become one fleſh, they, by 
bir af, though two diſtin& and inde- 


ndent. perſons before, are ſo indiflolu- 
ly ene, in conſideration of the divine, law, 
that neither the parties themſelves, nor 
any other perſon, or power upon earth, 
can put them aſunder. It is not by the 


ordinance of man that they are joined to- 


Ether, but by the ordinance of Gop; 
erefore OUR. SAviouR faith, What Gon 
hath joined together (by pronouncing. them 

ane fleſh) let not man put aſunder:—But 
—— this rule to be underſtood in ſo abſo- 
lute a ſenſe as to admit of no relaxation or 


exception whxtlocyer. ?—No: We read of 


one, 


one, which was allowed to be à diffolution 
of the marriage bond, and that Was — tlie 
woman's uniting berſ6f to ditother jan then 
her huſband ; this is the true feriptural 
idea of He adultery, The moment this 
happened, the huſband was totally releaſed 
from all * obligation to her, orf union with 
her; and, as appears alſo from the mind 
of Gop, afterwards declared in the far- 
ther promulgation, and more explicit re- 
velation of His law, might not only. pur 
PAY WP ©} * y n I n \ g = * WS os Her 
10 £514 nl nr een 
Dr. Aylife, as cited in Burn's Ecclſ. Law, Tit. 
Marriage, ſays—that a divorce' a. vinculo: matri- 
* monii cannot be for adultery, for that the offence is 
after a juſt and lawful marriage;” and Cites 
1 Inſt. 88. F L708, ON | Lids L WES 165 £3, 885 
This was the doctrine of Father Soto at the coun- 
eil of Trent, adopted by that Synod, and decreed, 
with an anathema, againit all who ſhould ſay that the 
church had erred in fo deeminings W 
This doctrine of the contract not being diſſolved 
„ by the adultery of the wife, fo as that the huſpand 
might marry again,“ was vehemently oppoſed by . 
the EZutherans, who did maintain, that adulter) 


1 
* 


« was a. cauſe of divorce à vinculo matrimonis.” 


However, this way by has adopted the doctrine of 


the papi/ſts—wherefore the Eccleſiaſtical Courts can go 


no farther than a divorce a menſa et toro, in caſes of 
adultery ; nor can the injured huſband: get rid of the 
adultereſs, fo as to marry again, without a ſpecial A 
45 Parliament, which now takes place of the Pope's 
iſpenſation for that purpoſe ;—a mode of remedy this, 
inſtituted of man, not of Gon profitable to thoſe 
who are to receive their fees—expen/ive' to thoſe 
who are to pay them; — ſo expenſive, as to be totally. 
out of the reach of the generality, who are, by 
theſe means, deprived of that relief which they are 


B 2 1 


1 

her away, but, if he choſe to bring her 
10% püblic trial, have her, and the nan 
who defiled her, pur to death... This, as 
appears from the whole tenor of the law. as 
r «117k, ANAND 


ire, etui Of gg 
ipſe facto entitled to by natare, reaſon, and ſcripture. 
+=Compare Matt. v. 31, 32. with Jer. iii- 8. and con- 
fider well to cui ; and #roaver—to {ct hoſe, 
SS £7. £5094 io 
Theſe: words are of much ſtronger import than 
Zr Yend away, or diſmiſs from cohabitation— 
which we are to underſtand to be the meaning of St. 
Paul, 1 Cor. vii. 11. ur wn diva —and ver. 12. 
u dp. aun; this certainly anſwers to the idea of 
adefmiſſion from cohabitation, or a divorce a menſa& tore 
but 8 D- libellum excidii, or bill of cutting 
J. mult be meant of the e iu, and to i 18 al- 
ways to be underſtood in the Hebrew ſcripture, This 
was in the huſband's own power, without the interfe- 
rence of any, unleſs of the wuitneſſes before whom perhaps 
it might be ſigned, though certainly lawful in Gon's 


== - 


ſight, in no Eaſe, "where the marriage itſelf had been 
juſt and Iawful—rTapex]@&- Aoys Topretes, as the infalli- 


ble interpreter of, the divine law ſpeaks, Matt. v. 
F e for the conſe of fornication : there the idea 
of divorce is ex preſſed vr S ονν - Oc dy axon 
in yuralre, ars, &c. Now dToauw ſignifies to 
ofe— ſet looſe—or releaſe. as from a bond, and ſo to 
divorce a wife by laeſing the bond of marriage, which, 
hat it might be done on account of fornication. before, 
or adultery afterwards, is ſurely as clear as the fun ; 
for ſaying that a thing may not be done, except for 
4 reaſon only, is ſaying that for that reaſon it may be 
one, or language mult loſe its meaning. The fa- 
thers at Trent were hard put to it to make a decree 
upon the ſubject, for they had the ſcripture, the opi- 
nions of St. Ambroſe, many of the Greet fathers, and 
the practice of the eg/tern. church, againſt them; ſo 
they pled the hair—not by condemning thoſe who 
fay that “ matrimony may be 4i/elved by adultery, and 


& another 


: 
* 


3 — 1. 14 


L 9.1 as 
delivered by Gon to Moſes; and by him de“ 
livered and explained to the peo _ was 


the only legal canſe of divorce, » where” the 
Loans, was at t rl: 5 n and lawful, This 
9 © ONLY 


34 114 5 | 1 


ere 


* has rs da FRYE FRY "main: 
tained z—but, by condemning thoſe who ſa - hs 
church may err in teaching otherwiſe.” The tru 
of the matter was, that by deelaring adultery to be no 
cauſe of divorce: a inculp mutrimanii, they reſtrved 
the lucrative buſineſs of Aiſpeuſatian in the. Nele 
the Pope ; who, arrogating to. himſelf a powe 
trampling on all the laws of heaven and ear, 
readily enough granted Aborces, with vr with 
cauſe, to ſuch as IVE: able to pay for , 
in money, or by a I to the wer, w. 
fen tory of the Len 1 ws 
n 1548 the Harguis on was di- 
vorced Am his wife, 05 he a of adul- 
tery; but the divorce being only a menſa & toro, 
tde queſtion was, whether he could-marry another 
wife? And in the beginning of king Edward's reigtt 
a commiſſion was granted td cee, Archibi ſbop of 
Canterbury, the Bilhops of Durham, Rochefter, to D 
Ridley, and fix more, to examine and try the queſtion; 
but before it could be determined, the Marguis mar- 
ried ſolemnly Elizabeth, | daughter. to Rrooke: Lord 
Cabham; for this he was put te anſwer before the 
council: He there ſaid, „he thought, that, by the 
word of God, he was diſcharg ; of his tie to his 
former wife; that the making marriages indiſſolu- 
ble, was but a part of the popiſn law, by which 
de jt was reckoned 2 ſacrament ; and. yetithe Popes, 
<< knowing that the world would not aſily come 
der ſeach: a Joke, had, by the help of the Canes! 
unt, . ſuch diſtin ons; that it Was no 
une ching to make 2 marriage void among 
„ them: that the condition of this ehinih-was: very 
«< hard; 1, upon edulteries, the innocent muſt either 
mn 1 * the guilty, or be expoſed to temptations 
; 3 & to 


. 

certainly Was, as well where the woman's 
act of incontinency was committed before 
marriage, and found out afterwards, as 
where it was committed afterwards. 

The word TopvU, which the Evange- 
liſt makes uſe of Matt. v. 32. and not 
not, which more particularly anſwers to 
pens HN) —adultery, has occaſioned 
ſome to think, that it relates to an act done 
by the woman before marriage, but found 
out afterwards, for which he might put 
her away, and not only that, but might have 
her ſtoned to death, if he choſe to make her 
7 0 example, as appears Deut, xxii. 21. 

fowever this ſuppoſition may be true, yet 

it cannot be the whole truth, for the word 


c to the like fins, if a; ſeparation only was allowed, 
but the bond of th We continued undiſ- 
8 ſolved.” 7 3 T6 20546 975 13 19345 1 ol 
However, as things had proceeded fo far before 
the 2 it was ordered that he and his new wife 

ſhould be parted, till the matter ſhould be determined. 
In concluſion, the whole queſtion was divided into 
eight queries, which were put to ſome learned men 
(who, does not appear); who returned their anſwer 
in ſupport of the ſecond marriage. —In fine, the whole 
was determined in favour of the Marquis, and he 
allowed to cohabit with his ſecond ont wr re this 
whole matter in Burnet's Hiſt. Ref. ſecond part. p. 56, 
577 58. and Coll. to Part 2. B. i. No 20ĩrVk- 

Burnet, Art. Ch. of Eng. p. 289, zd edit. ob- 
ſerves, that - the notion of a ſeparation for adul- 
ter), and yet the bond of marriage continuing, 
was never known till the Cazoni/ts brought it in; 
«but the indiflolubleneſs of the marriage, even for 
© adultery, was neyer ſettled in any council till that 


muſt. 


[7 Y 

muſt equally relate to an act done after 
marriage or ęſpouſalt, as ap pears from Fo- 
ep hs intention with regard to! his efpouſed 
ae Mary. He being a juſt and hol 
man, and therefore not willing to : 
a woman whom he thought to be an adul- 
_ tereſs, yet unwilling to expoſe her to pub- 
lic ſhame, or to niałe ber à public example, 
was minded to put ber away privily. Matt. 
1. 19. I take Topveia, which we render 
fornication, to be like the word dxadapria= 
uncleannęſi, 2 general term incluſive of 
all illicit commerce. between the ſexes, of 
which adultery; is a ſpecies; therefore uſed 
by our Vans to include every ſpecies of 
criminality in the wife, which is men- 
tioned in the Old Teſtament: as—Firſt— 
her having had commerce with another 
man before any betrothment, eſpouſals, 
or marriage with her preſent huſband. See 
Deut. xxii. 13— 21. Secondly after be- 
ing betrothed, ver. 23, 24. Thirdly—after 
martlate⸗ ver. 22. my has rene: this 


* Under the law of Mo ofes, a virgin betrathed was 
reckoned the wife of him to whom the was eſpouſed, 
and was to be toned to death if the wilfully lay with 
another man. Deut. xxii. 23, 24. | 


+ The text ſays—Tpiy αν½7eu eulus—before they 
came together ſhe was found with child, & c. Zur g 
is to have matrimonial commerce con redi—coiri 
which conſummates marriage, and makes the arties 
one fleſh. Matt. i. 18. 1 Cor, vii. 5. See Parkh. Gr. 
& Eng. Lex, and Leigb's Crit. Sacr. ſub. voc. 
en, 
B 4 ſenſe, 


„ 
ſenſe, 1 Cor. v. 1. As CuRISsSH moſt pro- 
bably ſpake in Hebrew, it is to be ſup- 
poſed, by the wes) 6g delivering to us 
the word ropveα, that CHRIS expreſſed 
Himſelf by the word du, which fignifies 
When we ſpeak of divorce, we. muſt 
always pre-ſuppoſe a lawful marriage, I 
mean ſuch a one as is lawful according to 
the law of Gor. Thoſe which were for- 
bidden of Gop in thoſe poſitive laws, 
Deut. vii. 3. with reſpect to connections 
with the beat ben, as well as thoſe which 
we find prohibited Lev. xviii. by reaſon 
of :conſangumity and affinity, were not only 
vordable, but void * in themſelves, after 
they were forbidden by thoſe poſitive laws. 
Thelaws againſt marriages with heathen women, 
muſt not be underſtood” to affect the validity of mar- 
riages with ſuch as were proſelyted to the worſhip of 
the true Gon, from the worſhip of idols, Such wo- 
men, being out of the miſchief which thoſe laws were 
enacted to provide againſt that of corrupting and 
turning their huſbands from Gop to idols (ſee Bent. 
Vit. 4. )—were certainly out of the intention of it, and 
were indeed as much members of the church of Gon, 
as the Few;/b women themſelves were. Such were 
Rahab—Ruth, and others mentioned in ſcripture as 
married to men in the holy line. See Pf. xlv. 10, 11. 
Of this number we muſt alſo reckon -Solomor's , wife 
Naamab, the * (the mother of Reboboam) 
whom Solomon married a year before he came to the 
throne of Ifrael, when his heart was filled with zeal. 
for Gop's ſaw—the 235 of which, in his more 
advanced years, plunged him into groſs idolatry. See 
ESE 1,2; 4. F holy aged 
1 1 8 


"PTY 


But amongſt all thoſe laws; there: ib. not 
the Ieaſt trace of forbidding. marriage or 
enjoining divorce, aon acodunt of any pre- 
engagement whatſoever on the man's: ; 
Wherefore all our droorces-on' that account; 
which we derive. from human invantiun 
and church power, are without Gos au- 
= therefore. unlawful in His fight, 
thoſe who ought not to 
le ar Had the law; of Gon for- 
bidden a man to have mare than one wiſt᷑ at 
a time, all but the fir f-muſt have been pur 
_ eway, and that by the ſentence of the ma- 
giſtrate, for the ſame reaſon that the Fews, 
in Ezra's time, were commanded to a 
away the ido/atrous women whom they had 
1 becauſe it would have been con- 
trary to Gop's poſitive law * to have 
kept them ſee before vol. 1. p. 136. 80 
| Jabs the Baptiſt told Herod, who had mar- 
ried his brother Philth's wife Ir it nor 
* Iawfid for thee to have her. Matt. xiv. 4. 
2 yew auTy—to retain her. He was doubt- 
leis bound to put her away, ſince Gop 
himſelf had, as it were, forbidden the banns 
(Lev. xviii. 16.) even ſuppoſing the 1 4 
ther had been dead; for he had a 
ter * Heradias livings en Salome, who 


"®. The. law 1 marrying. Joly 1 
though poſitively enacted, Deut. vii. 3. Jet ſubſiſted 

before, as may appear from what JAcos's ens ſaid, 
Gen. xxxiv. __ to Shechem and Hamor on the fab 


* of ae . 
would 


{| = 1} 


would have: been heireſs to Philip. Numb. 


xxvii, 7. 8. See Foſepbus, Ant. Lib. 
Xxiii. 6, 4. Dodaridge, vol. i. 166. note a. 
But as. Pbilis was then living, Herod 


alſo ſinned againſt the ſeventh command- 


ment, in tfabing her at firſt; and therefore 
it was unlawful. for him to have her at 
all. So in the caſe of Abimelech who had 
taken Sarai the wife of Abram, he is com- 
manded to put her away, and reſtore ber to 
ber buſband, on pain of death. Gen. xx. 
7. In all caſes where the faking was for- 
bidden, as well in geatben and idolatrous, 
a8 in inceſtuuus connections, the retain- 


ing ſeems to be unlawful, as a conſtant. 


tepetition, and continuation of the for- 


bidden act: but where the taking is no 


where forbidden, there is no allawed cauſe 
of duuorce, or putting away, except for the 


w/e of fornication, or the woman's having 


uffered herſelf to be defiled by another 
man, either before or after their coming 


4 


A 


If we take the words of the primary 
inſtitution merely by themſelves, and judge 
of them by their ſound (as the Ws N. 

the 
ridiculous lye of tranſubſtantiation) they 
may be ſaid to intimate that a man ſhall 
have but one wife, not only at once, but, 


do Hoc eft corpus meum in ſupport o 


as ſome have contended, as long as he 


lives; and thus ſecond marriages are for- 
bidden: but if we conſider them as ex- 


1 plained 


[= ] 
plaiped by Gov himſelf in f the fi 
parts of the ſcripture, they app to m 
that à man ſhall cleave” to? 475 and” el 
woman that he marries, and not 2 8 
ara f for fornication." 1 geld 
i 60 e of the law, becatiſe, 
if it was meant to forbid polygamy; and th 
enjoin the divorce of a ſecond woman taken, 
living a fit, we ſhould ſomewhere have 
met with an' explicit determination of the 
matter; but ſuch 4 thing, or even an hint 
or trace of it, is not tõ be found. S0 far 
from it, Gob, in that declarative law, 
Deut. Xxi. 1 5. abſdlutely ratifies the ſecond 
marriage as much as the f, not only by 
declaring the ifſue' of the ſecond equally in- 
heritable, but even to take place of the 
other as to the right of the firfi-born,”" if 
born ft. This could not be, if taking 
the ſecond was a forbidden act; ſuch ſecond” 

taking, being prohibited, would have been 
null and void, as in other inſtances, and 
the man would have been commanded to 
have put away the ſecond wife and her chil- 
dren, as was done in the caſe of other for- 
bidden contracts. See Ezra, x. 3. The 
direct contrary appears, for on the footing 
of that law, the man could no more d/vorce 
the ſecond than he could the firſt ; Gov calls 
them both ]] - which word, though, 
when it ſtands by itſelf, it denotes the fe- : 
"_ "ſex in general, like the French Femmes, 


yet : 
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4 
yet in the connection it ſtands here; like the 
word Femmes alſo, denotes women in a mar- 
rilxe relation, or wives. as we tranſlate it, 
GoD likewiſe determines the iſſue of both 
to be cha legitimate, by making them 


equally #1hberitable, This law was ſubſe+ 


quent to the Adamic law, could not con: 
tradi at, therefore muſt be looked upon 

as entirely conſonant with its e in- 
tention.; for Gop cannot contradict him+ 
lelf. That Gop made general laws ſub- 
ject to certain exceptions, on particular 
occaſions, and for particular r 18 
very plain; we have an inſtance of this, 
Deut. xxv. 5. where a brother was to mar- 
ry his brother's widow, though againſt the 
general law, Lev. xviii. 16; but this parti- 
cular caſe was excepted out of that general 
law, for a particular purpoſe, which appears 
in the law itſelf (fee before vol. i, p. 261.) 
but where this was not the caſe, there the 


general lam was to be obſerved. The per- 


miffions of divorce. which eden the 
bond-maids,. Exod. xxi. 11. the: captive- 
omen, Deut. xxi. 14. ſeem alſo excep- 
tions to the general law; but theſe are 
things: peculiar to the Fews at chat time, 

cannot concern us. Therefore, as we 
live under the general lau againft divorce, 
delivered Gen. ii. 24. which equally binds 


all mankind, it is moſt aſſuredly as unlaw- 


| ile F 


ful ae den one wife as anat ber, except 
fer 


* 


F x8 } 


for the cauſe of fornication. en eee, 
human invention, fall as much under the 
interdict of Gop's law now, as in: the 
days of Cun is T's diſpute with the Phe> 
riſees ; wWherefore a divorce, which de- 
clares the nullity of a polygamous marriage, 
1s not only. without all. foundation from 
Gop's word; but is an arraignment of the 
wiſdom and holineſs of God, as well in 
dan as in ratifying, bleſſing, and 
| owning ſuc h contracts to be valid in all 
reſpects. That He did all t magifeſt, 
as hath. at large been proved, nor is there 
a ſingle inſtance to the ente throughy | 


gut the whole bible, (HED: 38-413 55 K 097 
This matter is not a mere ſpeculative 
point, but of the moſt important, concerns 
for if women, taken by. men already, mar- 
ried, - Were not lawful: wives in Gons 
fight, then commerce with them was Mert, 
and the iſſue muſt be illegitimate, aid, if 
ſo, uninheritable — Whither will this car - 
ry us? Farther, I dare ſay, than the moſt 
 zeafous anti- pohgamiſ, mean it ſhould, 
even to the baſtardizing the Messtan 
Himſelf. Unleſs an fr ag og wife be 
a lawful] wife to the man who takes her, 
notwithſtanding his former fe. be living. 
whether we take our Lonn's genealogy on 
His ſuppoſed father's fide' with Sr. Mar- 
thew, or on His mother Mory r ſide with 
Se. bi, Solomon the anceſtor of Foſeph, 


and 


141 

and Nathan the anceſtor of Mary, through 
Whom our 'L6rD's line * runs back to 
*Dizvi4, being the Children of Bathſbeba 
( Whom when David married he had alſo 
"other ubes by whom he had children) 
muſt fail in their /egitmmacy, conſequently 
all that could be leaned from the com- 

mon anceſtor David muſt be defeated ; 

for if there be a failure here, nothing can 
ſet it right even to the late poflerity. We 

muſt therefore either allow that polygamous 
Mafriages were valid and lawful in the 
Light of Gop, or deny CHRisT to be the 
Jon , David; for in the language of ſcrip- 
"ture, a 5fard, or one corruptly born, is 


f 
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David being, by God's own appointment, ſeat- 
ed on the throne of Iſrael, which was ſettled on him 
and on his ſeed — became the common anteſtor in whom 
the whole royal family might be ſaid to center, and 
from whom the ſucceeding kings muſt. make out a 
legal title this is probably the reaſon why (Acts ii. 

29.) he is ſtyled the Patriarch Dauiuu. 
It is true that ten F the tribes were rent out of the 
Bands of Solomon, 1 Kings xi. 31. but the kingdom of 
Judah ſtill remained, which was inherited by a re- 
wp ſucceflion of David's lineal and lawful de- 
cendents, till it centered in the perſon of the Man 
ESUS, as to the hereditary right, though 'the-po/- 

- feffion of it had been long interrupted, and, 3 

to that antient prophecy of Jacob (Gen. xlix. 10. 
the ſceptre and /awgiver were departed from Judah, 
hen Shiloh came to ſet up a kingdom not of "this 


- Comp. If. ix. 6, 7. Dan. ii. 44. with John 
Mu 36- „ 


| 


+ 2 * * ; i 
WE not 
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vet a, fon , 188 1 apoſtles; Hehe Sing 
Then are ge baftar rad, and hal, na 
an d Ne could he; be hereditary, #, 
of: frat. „i No make out His title ig this, 
alli his anceſtors up to. Havid muſt be 
proved to be David's lawful, and mberitable 
le, for cha je one meaning of tbe ſeed 
 &f Dowd according to the fleſh. Nom. i, 33 
as we ſhould ſay, in modern language Ber 


of his. body lawfully often. This could 
not be on any DR footin than a Po 
gamous marriage being as awful as an 

other in the light and Judgwent 'of bs 
MON HIGH, FR e Jolomon. WAS vader | 
ua 8x di baſtard and not a f nt rough 
| whom. pi be derived the er to 


X 281 10 24 tt Oc. * 
2 i. e. Not ; ina proper, Egal, or inheritabl ſenſe, 
In common acceptation the word N may denote a 


boy or male child, of which an harlot may be delivered, 
(ſee: Judges xi. 1. and 1 Kings iii. 20, &c.) as the 
word fax may among us — ſtill this word is ſeldom uſed 
by us without ſome note of diſtinction, where 2 
baſtard is ſpoken of ſuch as natural or baſe-born ſon; 
ſo a female baftard is ſeldom called daughter —but u- 
tural or baſe: born daughter. The Hebrew. word for 
one corru up or purioufly born i is Man. The Greek 
vol os, 2 Leer, is oppoſed to vies, a ſon. The He- 
brew JA is uſed "alſo for the male offspring of a brute, 
(ſee Zech. ix. 9. ure P—to which the d 
d egi, Matt. Xxi. 5. anſwers)—it therefore ſeems 
to denote, in a general ſenſe, male offipring of any 
kind; but in the true, legal, and proper ſenſe of it, 
when applied. to the male ipring of mankind, fte- 


quently to denote lawful ue, eee t 
N is TIO or r. pur ions. 08 


1 
a 


1 
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Devid on CxnIsT's fuppoſed father's fide. 
$0 likewiſe was Nathan 2 baftard and not a 
” Jong tbrough Whom Cx 's heirſhip to 
the ens of ral muſt be derived on the 
. fide of His mother the Virgin Mary. It is 
fufficient to prove one link in the chain of 
CnRIis T's from David faulty, to 
defeat all His title to the appellation of Son 
David. — King of Iſrael. Wemight go far- 
ther, and ſay that Nebobvam, the imme- 
diate deſcendent from Solomon, was alſo a 
gam. Te took Mahalah, then Asi 
hail, then Maucbab the daughter of A5. 
An (whom, it is faid, be hoved above all 
bis" other wives } by whom he had Abijab, 
his Tuccefſor in the throne of Fae, and 


who ſtands on record as a /awfu} deſcen- 
dent of” David. Macs, i * Je Ser 2 Chr. xi. 
ETA een 
We might alſo e * : 
74 ofiab among the polygamous 5 55 
dab; we read of two of his wives, 2 Kings 
| XXIII. 31, 36. the name of one was Hamutal, 
the daughter of Jeremiab of Libnab, by 
whom he had Jebaabaæ; and the name of the 
other. was Zebudab, the daughter of Pe- 
dab of Rumah, by whom he had Je- 
boiakin, the father of Jeconiab, who is 
und, Marr. i. 11, 12, in the line of 
unter s anoeſtors from:David. For the 
character of: gab, ſee 2 Kings xxiil. 2 65. 
Like unto him there was no king before him, 


wins 3 t 122 


E 
25% Prrorcdl 6" the Bord 06126 Af Bio den- —_ 
with all bis fol, — Al wy , "a= 8 
— 4 dhe law 2 Se. % 
to go no farther; HH a L ee, 
a el by ' inlatofil, aud ef courſe 2% 
"A before Gov, then Was not in ns | 
legally deſcended of the houſe "and Biege 
Gyn th but from '# fpuri us fue, n 
in the inſtantes 560% engen 185 
ſo in others which" might be inentiobed:” 
Shen Carb Is tp 871 880 
olyyamy As adulte, contra 
e of Tharriage * Aich to" Ye" 5 c 
commandment, int at the fam. 


be ſuppoſed to. cite nid b ele . 


and The feed which Hal proceed ht Ul 5 


the character of the Mess! At, , "EAbeth= | 
ing whom Gov hu fern t6 Dave: hae T 
of th#' fruit of Bis loins, actording 4 rot 6 Hs, Wo 
He would rate % CurIsT 70 fit off bit” 
throes See Ach ii: 30. With 1 oe +5: 

11: The fruit of 8 loins in this Plate,” 


AUHSIIDLIE DI Ot 


nan 


Filius qui petit hæreditatem tanquam Rllusz de- 8 


bet prabare filiationem. A ſon Who ſeecks an i. 


* R or eltate by ſucceſſion, as aon, ought to 
<< prove ſonſb 6 0 This maxim of the elxil lau was 
alſo among the Jeb bs they excited; on the autho- 
rity of Deut. xxitio 2. from all the privileges ef the 
Fewi|o ;common-wealth, , both civil am ener . 
* only all legitimate iſſue, but even that * | 


legit a 00 8 any Ways doubtful. See Univ. H Lil "ME 
vol. ii p 11% Nec L Comp. Judg.. xi. 1 i 


&& 


XR 
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bowels, 2 Sam. vii. 12. are expreſſed, 
1 Chron, xxii. 9..by—Bebold a — . 
be born unto thee which, though primarily. 
ſpoken of Salomon, ultimately points to 
CHRIST, as 2 Sam. vii. 14. with Heb. i. 5 
demonſtrably ſhew. Therefore CRISTH is 
emphatically ſtyled TRE So. or DAVID. 
How would all this ſtand by our law? 
Decius, a nobleman of large eſtate, hav- 
ing this, as well as his honours, limited 

to 6 Him and the heirs of his body, marries 


Decia, by whom he has no iflue ; then, 


living Decia, he marries Portia, by whom 


he has a ſon. + Decius dies. This ſon can- 


not inherit the eſtate and honours of De- 
eius, as heir of his body, nor can this be 
done by any of the deſcendents of that 
ſon to the lateſt poſterity. The reaſon of 
which is, that we deem a polygamous mar- 
riage no marriage at all, but zull and void 
to all intents and purpoſes whatſoever; 
but not ſo the /aw of Gop: which is 1% 
and beſt, muſt be left to the conſideration 
of the. ndiciaus reader. CLI 

There is a remarkable inmates. in 
David's hiſtory, which I cannot help ob- 


ſerving on this occaſion, which is, that 


the adulterous offspring of David \by 
Bathſheba, the wife of Uriah, begotten by: 
Duvid during the life-time of Uriah, is 
mentioned twelve times in eight follow -. 


ing verſes, a dam. XU. 15, &c. and is 


4 25 not 
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not once called me . but .. 

mu- child. The prophet Narbun Neg 
ſays; ver. 14.—J Wn tan=-2he fon which 
is born unto ten carries with it a 
ſharp reproof of David, who, before he 
came to a fight and ſenſe of his fin, might 
have called it ſo himſelf; but aftet he was 
awakened 'to a due ſenſe of his iniquity, 
not all the torments which he endured 


while the child was c, nor the news of 


its death; ever induced him to call it 99 


iy ſon,” but he man- chi. How 


differently did he expreſs Himſelf on the 
news of the death of Abſalom, 2 Sam. 
xvii. 33. and 2 Sam. Kix. 4. where eg bt 


times in uo verſes he repeats O Ab/alom, 


11 2 &C. III venture to Ys 
7225 * 1 David had been aſked Ha 
eauſe of this diſtinction, we ſhould have 
reaſon t6 think he ſaw a moſt important 
difference, between a child begotten in 
adultery, and a * begotten and't born under 


Wygamy. 
Funn the. -prophet Narban fed ths 
word fon in an tmproper ſenſe; as above- 


mentioned, and for the reaſon there giv- 


en; becauſe” the child; being begotten in 
auultrry, was a baſtard, not a fon; in the 
legal ſenſe of the word. a4 fen; is. from 
the root MA which ſignifies to Bd, as an 
houſe, a city, & e. therefore fie fon; is ſo 
Wel in "the true-legal and proper 9 
C2 25 0 


SE | 8 
1 -- dd A - becauſe he buzlds ap! or continues his 
= father's hauſe. or family. The child there» 
re of H avid's adul terous intercourſe with 
| athſbiba, was, not properly a n. And 
| the. Holy, Spirit, ver. 15, when, He returns 
it to the narrative of Gop's dealings with 
4 David for his iniquity, ſaith, And EHO- 
; | van ſtruck, (not an- the. ſon, but) . 
11 the man- child, (ſee Exod. i. 17, 18. ) which 
1 Uriah's wife, bare unto David: and we do 
- not find this ughappy offspring ever men- 
6 tioned afterwards, either by David or his 
. Aue by any other name. We uſe the 
word yen much 1 in the ſame ſenſe with the 
— . 2 to denote lawful Yue It a 
and-effects. to * en or bene, no * A 
could take under this deſcription, the 
word ſen only denoting /awful iſſue. Hence, 
no ha/tard.can have any anceſtors, to whom 
he can 2 or be an beir but, as ſaith. 
the apoſtle, Gal. iv. 7. If a.ſon then an heir, 
whic explains what he means (Rom. 
viii. 17.) by ſaying - children then heirs, 
&c. ; for it is as true in the ſcriptures as in 
our. la- gui ex damnato coitu naſcuntur, 
inter liberos non computantur”—* thoſe, 
445 Zar ho are born from illicit commerce are 
* reckoned- amongſt, children It 
follows, therefore, that our Lok n's an- 
. rs, Salgmon, Nathan, Abjjah, &., in 
direct line aer * „ muſt all be 


deemed 


þ 


Fr at. 3] 
doom of Gop the iſſue of lf! mar- 
riage, otherwiſe He is not the S Du. 
vid. the King of Hrael. The lawfalnefs 


of polygamy muſt of courſe be eſtabliſhed, 
or the whole of Chriſtianity miſt fall to the 
ground, and CHRIST not be He that was 


i come, Pit: we _ look for wanderte 06 
xi. >: if 1 


Our man a Pruromur he the 
1 of an antecedent contract on the 
man's fide, are without the dine autho- 
rity, and ſtand wholly on the inventions 
of men upon the ſubject of polygamy ;\ theſe 
originate from the received notion that 
though polygamy was allowed under the 
2 Old Teſtament, it is forbidden under 
the lau of the New Teſtament; here 
fore, wh 2 INES contradts are null and 

| DIO "void 
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= 1 4 not find chat het abel courts: have 
gone any farther. in ſuch a caſe, than merely pro- 
nouncing a polygamous contract aul and wid, ab 
initio— I ecannot meet with any inſtanc 466 0 f theit 1 pu- 
niſhing a man as an adulterer or fornicator. 
Theſe courts are called ſpiritual, becauſe they take 
cognizance of offences of à ſpiritual, and religious 
kind, and they profeſs to judge b. the Jaw $9 e 
but where is there to be found, in all 
God, either a ptecept or example . to juſtify thi 4 
of divorces, cauſa precontrattus 9 Ie he truth AS 
they make void the law of God through their traditions; 
and a man who is divorced e on. 15 4 1 account. may 
very juſtly, with a little variation, app ply to the Judge 
he aufe the ſentence of divorce, what was 
py by Paul to the high-prieſt ANANIAS on another 
3 occaſion, 


| [T2208 3} 

word in themſelves, and the parties enter- 
ing into them are to be divorced. But as 
there is no lat in the New Teſtament 
which is not in the Old Teſtament, the 
latter muſt for ever remain as the invari- 
able rule of right; wherefore all divorces 
whatſoever, which have not their grounds 
and reaſons in the divine law which was 
delivered by Moſes, are encroachments on 
the divine prerogative, and amount to the 
fin of — putting | aſunder 'thoſe whom Gop 
bath joined together. 

- - Polygamy on the man's ſide (for that is 
the ſenſe in which I would be underſtood 
to uſe: the word throvghout this whole 
book) is no cauſe of divorce, either with 
regard to the former or to the after- taken 
woman; had it been ſo, we ſurely ſhould 
have found ſome inſtance of it in the 


Hyfory of *the Church, from Adam to the 
time of 


of the prop het Malachi, that is to 
ſay, in the ſpace of about 4000 years. 
Nor is it to be ĩmagined, that Gap ſhould 
ſuffer His on chen people to have con- 


_ occalion, Acts xiii. 3. Sitteff thou to judge me after 
the law, and commandeſt me to be DIVORCED contrary 
to the law ? The. right of the eccleſiaſtical. powers to 
divoreg the man, and the right of. the civil poxwers to 
hang him, are equally without all: foundation in the 
divine mind and will, as revealed in the ſcriptures, 
and are built on that vp Nu of the council of 
Trent, concerning the unlawfulneſs of polygamy ta 
e Chrifians.” „% enero = 


1 
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ainned in the open and avowed, pratice of 
living with more wives. than. vne, if the 
very firſt poſitive law, which is evidently. 
the foundation of all others upon the ſub-. 
ject, was intended to forbid or prevent 
ſuch a practice; as little is it to be con- 
ceived, that He ſhould make laws for the 
regulation of it, if He had forbidden the 
thing itſelf to be done at all. 

As to the divorces which Moſes permit- 
«at it was a mere 7oleration,: to avoid 
worſe conſequences, if thoſe hard-hearted. 
Jeus had been forced to keep. their: hated 
wives. It was no repeal, or even ſuſpen- 
ſion, of Gop's poſitive law, but only ope- 
rated as an exemption. from the cenſure 
and animadverſion of the magiſtrate * > It 
Was no leſs a breach of Gop's law in thoſe 
who did it, than if ſuch permiſſion had 
never been given; as ouR LoRD evident- 
ly ſhews in His diſcourſe with the Pha- 
1 in his expoſition and application of 
the antient /aw of Gop, and in ths: con- 
cluſion which He draws from it. 80, 
though our ecclefialtical courts take upon 
them to pronounce a contract nu and 
word, which 1s 12 into with A fecond 


4 1. would have been very injurious to have. pu- 

niſhed the women who left their huſbands under a bill-, 

_ of divorce, even though they went ta another man, 

 leeing this was by the huſband's own aft and deed ; 
for— V. alenti non fit injuria. 


C4 _— - 


Him one fleſb— the command is—let not 


wife, than Leab his fit *; nor could 


ſpiritual children of Abrabam (ſee Gal. iii. 7.) be 
called to inherit the promi 8. See this whole matter 1 


! N 
wife, living a firſt, yet this does not af- 
fect the matter in the fight of Gop, the 
are not the leſs huſband and wi fe; for bein 
joined together according to His inſti- 
tution, and thus being pronounced by 


man put them gſunder.— All ſuch divorces 
are therefore nul! and vaid, and as ineffec- 
tual to diſſolve a marriage in the „igt of 
Gop, as Mqſess bill of divorcement was. 
On the footing of Gop's law, Jacob could 
no more have abandoned Rachel, his 2 7 5 

4 
kanah have any more divorced Hannah than 
Peninnah—nor could King Fehoaſh 2 
put away either of thoſe BY which 


Sen the high-pricſt had taken for im, 


#2 Abraham putting awa aer is not the leaſt 
exception to the ule here 1 id down, for this was 
one by the IMMEDIATE COMMAND of Heaven, not 
only 7 ENT; Sarab from the-inſolence of Hagar, 
ſaac from the perſecution of her ſon [/ſhmael,. 
(camp. Gen. 59. 9. with Gal. iv. 29.) but to hold 
forth, in a prophetical type and figure, what was to 
come to paſs in the latter days, when the ſeed of ra- 
bam, according to the fleſh, ſhould be rejected for their 
ufbelief, and - perſecution of the true [ſaac, and the 


opened and explaine Gal. iv. 22, &c. 

Beſides, it may be obſerved, that here is nothing 
ſaid of a bill of divorce, the word made uſe of is v.. $ 
which ſignifies to expel, drive, or thruſt out, or, as we 3 


ſhould phraſe it turning her out f d of5—and i is ap- 
_ phed to Handen as well as to Hagar, ere 18. 3 


"Si . Why? i 


# 
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Why? becauſe, Gop's primary law was, 
they Hal Ae ff HſÞ.; or, as it 18 N 
prefſed in that explanatoty paſſage, Deut. 
Xii. 29. She Hall be bis wife, BECADSE, 
AE HATH "HUMBLED | HER, be may" not 
Put ber 974) all Bit days... This poſitive 
the reaſon on which it is apparently found» 
ed muſt be the fame for ever, and bears a 
direct and abſolute teſtimony againſt all 4. 
vorces of human invention, whether by. 
thoſe of old who. made the law of Gon: 
waid through their traditions, and taught fan 
doetrmes | the commandments. of men, os by: 
their ſucceſſors; of more modern date, and; 
actually confines them to thoſe caſes only, 
which are mentioned in the mard of Gon. 
It cannot be ſhewn from that word, that a, 
man s having a fe, and. afterwards (live: 
ing the firſt) marrying another, is a cauſe. 
of diworce from either, or that ſuch mar- 
riage was deemed, null and void, or forbid- 
den, or even found. fault with, much leſs. 
condemned, in any one ſingle inſtance; but 
it is very eaſy to ſhew the direct contrary, 
that is to ſay, that wherever any man re- 
ceived the perſon of a virgin into bis poſe. 
 Je/jion, he (if the was not betrothed or eſ- 
pouſed to another) by that Angle ad made 
her 2 ve, and was abſolutely forbidden 
to put her away all his days: this, let the 
man's tuation be what it might. Gon 
8 | | made 


83 
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made 79 difference, and thoſe who dh, not 
only have no authority but their own, but 
uſe that authority (like the Phariſees of 
old) in dire& 47 en to, and defiance 
of, Gop's expreſs command. They may 
de ſaid to make the bearts of thoe e ſad, 

whom Gop hath not made je #4 Ezek. xiii. 
22; by making that finful 5 165 Gop hath 
not made 22 (for where there is no law, 
there is no tranſgrefſion} and this by their 
lyes—and to ftirengthen the hands of the 
wicked, by releafing them from the indif- 
ſoluble obligations which Gon's law lays 
them under, and thus facilitating the de- 
figns of ſeduction, /rwaneſs, and debauchery, 
which Gop's law was evidently made to 
prevent. | - 
One fafe rule ed we may judge of 
the laws delivered by Moſes, as binding or 
not on chriſtian men, I take to be this 
namely the conſiderations on which ſuch 
laws were given; and the reaſons on which 
they are grounded. For inftance—the 
wr 5h for eſtabliſhing the ceremonial law, 
was to ſet out and ſhadow forth good things 
to come—Heb. x. 1.—therefore when thoſe 
good things. did rome, that law had done its 
office, anſwered its end, therefore waxed. 
old and F gy away. Heb. viii. 1375 So ä 


«4 a6 2 


of the Tov durin S their  journeyings A aint 
1 AN n, the 


1 7 Þ- 

che -oilderneſi—others* to their ſubſegueftt 
abode in the land of Canaan—calculatedt 
for their government witli reſpect to tlie 
peculiarity of their fituation, not only 
with regard to themſelves, but to that of 
the nations about them. Theſe being 7 hocal, 
and peculiar to their diſpenſation, as Y 
under the theocracy adminiftered by 2 
Joſhua, and the following fudger, as under 
the government of their #mgs, are not 
binding on chriſtian men, whoſe fituation, 
from the very nature of the thing, can 
never be the object of thoſe heal, or tem- 
Ae TT TIONS 2 

But when we find a uu Piven, ch 
is of perpetual and univerſal concern, fuck 
as relates to the preſervation of millions 
from deſtruction to the defence of the 
weak againſt the frong, and the ſupport of” | 5 
Gop's moral government in the world, in 
one of the greateſt of all concerns to o. 
ciety, the commerce of the fexes, there, as I 
the reaſons of thoſe Iaws can never ceaſe, 
thoſe /aws themſelves muſt be of univerſal 
and perpetual obligation. Otherwiſe it 
would be making /aws which are not com- 
menſurate with the reaſons on which they 
are founded, or, in other words, God's 
governing His people for a limited time, 
and then leaving them without any go- 
vernment but their own, 

FE admit that Gop's law ſtill con- 
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demns 1horedom, Jornication, and adultery, 


ud hold thoſe ryarriages, to be illegal, 


| which the law of Moſes hath-ade fo, on 


account of affinity and conſanguinity; but 
we.renounce the poſitive law which binds 
or ever the virgin to the man who has 


evidently; enacted to, prevent thoſe. miſ- 
chiefs which ariſe from ſeductian, and is, 
in the, very. terms f it; Clearly, in affirm- 
ance. of that: primary and univerſal law, 
They ſpall be one fleſh: but as there is the 
en for the cantinuance of this law, 
as there was for giving it dt firſt, namely 
to prevent οedem and fornication, and 
all the miſchiefs. which are the conſe- 
quences of taking women and then aban- 
donzng them, it is doubtleſs among thoſe 
indslible ſtatutes, which are as unalterable 
as the reaſons on which the all-wiſe LAW 
GIVER founded them. As nothing can 
make a marriage in Gop's ſight, but His 
own inſtitution, ſo nothing can make a di- 
vorce lawful before Him but His own au- 
thority. To aſſert the contrary, is to ſet 
man's law above Gop's law; which is in 
effect to take part“ with the man of fn, 
5 The Council of Trent: actually pronounced an 
anaibema againſt an y who ſhould ſay, that the church 
*© might not diſpenſe with'ſome of the impediments 
mentioned in Leviticus, or add others. Brent. 


| the 


T 
the * of perditian, wha oppoſeth: and erale- 
eth bingieli . all that: is called Gop, ar 
that it Wonſbippel; oc rbat be, a Gon, 

Atteth in the temple of Gop, - ſhewing bim- 
elf that be is: Gop. 2 Tbeſfi ii. 4. One 
Character of this man of e was, that he 
ſhould :hinkito change times and laws; Dun. 
vii. 2g —Our LoRD's oppoſite: character 
to this is very apparent in all He ſaid and 
did, but no where more ſo, than in what- 
He ſaid on the ſubject of divorce, in His! 
diſpute. with the Phariſees, Matt. xixi 2," 
&c. He-there ſhe wise from the divine: law; 
what maker à marriage and taken in cp 
nection ith chap. ve ga. whit difſabves iu, 
and authorizes van ls we, like che | 
 Pharfees, malte and unmake 
juſt as wer pleaſe, ani if we do but ſitter” 
clear of a prig and an Bumm N | 
may take and put away as many women as 
we: can ſeduce.—Methinks a Yew might! 
exclaim againſt us in the words of SH 


4 0 fathet Mir gbam, abt eſe © Chriſtians a n = 


vid} } 


Eſpecially; if he took 4 bible; and contraſted 
the da of Heaven to our laws, as they nam 
ſtand, relative to the ſubject of marriage 

Even the: antient Gotbs may ſerve to 
ſhame us for they obliged him who de- 
bauched a virgin, to marry her, if ſne was 
equal to him in rank; if not, he was 
conſtrained to give her a fortune equal to 
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. 7” 
his own condition; if he could not give 
her ſuch a fortune, he was condemned to 
death,; becauſe a woman thus diſhonoured 
had no chance of obtaining an huſband 
without a fartune, and becauſe it was by 
marriage only that a ſtate could be pro- 
perly peopled. See Alex. Hiſt. Wom. 
So in the buſineſs of adultery — the an- 
tient Germans allowed the huſband to aſ- 
ſemble the relations of the adultereſs, in 
their preſence to cut off her hair, ſtrip 
her naked, turn her out of his houſe, and 
whip, her from one end of the village to 


* 


the other SEP. 7 woman thus publicly ex- 


poſed. could never wipe away the ſtain of 


io foul an infamy, nor could any motive 


eyer prevail on another to marry her, 
though youth, beauty, fortune, and every 
advantage combined to allure. him. Ib. p. 
181. We CHRISTIANS, reward the adul- 
tereſs with a divorce, which enables her to 
become the legal property of the adulterer ; 
that is to fay, if the injured huſband can 
afford the enormous. expence of it, if not, 
he muſt be plagued with the woman during 
lifes Zut to return ĩ 
The miſchiefs ariſing from unlawful di- 
vorce, (for ſuch I call all putting away 
which is not authorized by the divine law} 
are. dreadful to think of, none can enu- 
merate them, unleſs they could diſtintly 


Sh count 
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„ 
count the ans 10 pre titution. TN. 


can exiſt on no other foundation a men 


taking women, and purting them” away Jalt 
ar and when they pleaſe; a practice as cc 


trary to the primary lau of nature ſth. 
bliſhed at the beginning, as to every thing 


CuRISYH laid — on the footing of that 


law in His diſcourſe with the Phariſees.” 
I will allow; © that, here and there; in- 


caſes—if a virgin "played the whore by pro- 
ſtituting Berfe if, it was a capital Hence 
if a man enticed a virgin, &c. he was to 
| _— ber to be his wife, and not put ber © 


ſtances may be found of females; rde owe! 
their ruin to their own' vicious inclina- 


| tans; and ho have Hebech W Plane bat” 


themſelves 3 but for bn inſtance of this 
ſort,; hundreds owe their deſtruction to the 
baſeneſs and treachery of their ſeducers.* 


The divine law was levelled at both theſe 


all his days. While theſe dur were 


in force and vigour amongſt the Fews, as 
to the obſervance of them, there could be 


no wbore among the daughters of Tjrael, | 
Deut. xxiii. 17. When Moſes found it 


neceſſary in ſome caſes; mentioned Deur. 


xxiv. 1. to ſuffer them. to put away their” 


eu ves, the ſame hardneſs of bar 62 0 fo 


_ occaſioned this meaſure: of pol 


it certainly. was) led nk + to 7 it to _ | 


purpoſes of great licentiouſneſs, of which 


_— grew to be the conſequence, as 
may 


ſachs Matte xix. 9.—Stillwe' rend df nn 
brotbels,. no public pr Proftitutes.of. the dangh-- 
rern, Gael. If che wife, who was . F 


Ju 24 405 a — wy dhe 
committed a 


the uſe, — 
nut and. —_ 
Cont us? Beck 
Wk ke God . 
A of- manriage 8 the: 

the /eventh; — or ar Br r 
&.t . . 5 7 
p the. VANE, JN e Ag tran Lt. 
= Ain law, So aich the:law!. 
* as explained by CRRIS T. Matt. e 
e 9 Mark x. 11. Luke xvi. 1889 


.Now...to apply this. — The, garde 
ated. by, the law of marriage is on- 
and the ſame for ever, ſo muſt all thoſe 
laws, be, which Gor, bars by; Moſes: £07 - 


explain 2nd enforce it; as Xxli. 163 
Deut. Xii. 28, 29.*, Our laws ad 
64 id W 8 7 LAH abs. DINE © cuſtoms 


*: De. rene Big: ef Wom: vel. iy EEO 
ing of the privilege of Arcs anz cht Nes 

* plluGon to the law of Deut. xxii, fm — | 

Ut he who 9 a virgin forfeited it, . | 

| "8 the amy obliged im , in compenſation for that in. 


* jury, 


ſ 
ade 
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cuſtoms may be compared to the bill 
of -divorcement; which put aſuniler E bai 
whom Gon hath joined together 5 ſo that if 
4 man take a virgin, (not betrothed) and 
lie with her, he is under no obligation td 
her whatſoever, he may put berdway. for 
every cauſe—ſhe may go and be. another 


4 jury, not only to pay her father fifty thekels; of ſil⸗ 
ver, but to marry and retain her for life.“ Wa 
< it poſſible,” ſays he, to deviſe a law chat mor 
c ſtrongly protected female chaſtity? — It certarnly 
was not poſſible—and the abolition of this law is 
equally ruinous to the female ſex, and an inſult to 
that Gop who ſo graciouſly conſulted their ſecurity 
and protection. This is beſt accounted for, by con 
ſidering that our preſent em of law with reſpect to 
the commerce of the ſexes, has, in a great meaſure, been 
handed down. to us from the church of Rome - that the 
churchmen thereof, in former ages, had — 
and fafhioning matters as they pleaſed — that as 
marriage was forbidden them, they took ſpecial care 
to make themſelves amends, by keeping thoſe laws 
out of ſight, which, had they been retained, muſt 
have ſadly interrupted their monſtrous debaueheries, 
as well with regard to virgins as murried women, 
which were often carried to ſuch lengths as we 
„ ſhould ſcarcely credit (ſays our author) were we 
< not aſſured of them by the moſt authentit records.” 
Had the law of Lev. xx. 10. been retaitied; the 
churchmen could not very ſafely have deftled- other 
men's tuives—and as they could not take any woman 
for their own, the laws of Bæxod. xxii. 16. and Deut. 
xxii. 28, 29. could not poſſibly be obeyed—therefore 
it was expedient to leave them out of their ſyſtem. 
They now, from long diſuſe, have ſunk into obli- 
vion, and perhaps there are thouſands of thoſe, who 
call themſelves Chriſtians, who do not recollect that 
there are ſuch laws as theſe in the Bible. 
ol, I. 9 man 


. * 
reckoned adultery, 28 by Gop's law it cer 
tainly is, is accounted a virtuous action; it 


makes her an honeſt woman, as the phrgſe is; 


ſuch a marriage (though doubtleſs adultery, 
in the fight of Gop, in the man who by 
putting her away cauſed her to commit it— in 
the man who-marries her who is ſo put away 
—znd'in the woman who marries another 
man, living the firſt who poſſeſſed her) is 
accounted a cleanſer, as it were, of all for- 
mer defitement, takes out the ſpots from the 
woman's character, and has been by ſome 
- Tudicrouſly ſtyled “ the fuller's earth of 
<< reputation.” All this monſtrous wick- 
edneſs is, as to the guilt of it, as much 
kept out of our fight, by our laws and 
cuſtoms, as the guilt of the divorcin 
Jeus was kept out of theirs by the 31! of 
drvorcement. Well might our Bleſſed LoRD 
ſay, Luke xvi. 15. That which ts highly eſ- 
teemed among men is abomination in the fight 
of Gop ! The place which thoſe words 
ſtand in, ſhews them to relate in a parti- 
_ cular manner to what He ſays at the 18th 
verſe, touching the point of'#n7mu/t divorce, 
they ſtand in the ſame context; which 
plainly reaches from the words And He 
aid unto them, ver. 15. to the end of 
ver. 18. b 

As to the conſequences of ſuch taking 
and unjuſt divorcement, with reſpe& to far 
EE >. | die 
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the greater number of ſeduced ' females, who 
(abandoned to all that znfamy, want, 5 
and a N G eee ern 8 
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At once : the prey id 2 of all "ther meet, 4 
Hon in each brothel, and infeſt each ſtreet — 


EY 


as C ſhall 8 their int e d its 

effects and conſequences, both to them- 
ſelves and the public, in the concluſion. of 
this work, I will ſay no more of it here, 
but proceed to conſider the commerce of the 
ſexes, as it concerns ſociety in general, 
and is therefore the object of human laws, 
more eee th With e to e 
a n contract. . 


* * * 
, 4 * \ 


2 
* 


: . : ; p R F * 4 ; 
a 1 ; , | 
« 
1 © - . 
San. 2 N : © 
» YE 7 1 . - : V . +  * #$ * * N 8 
* * : I . * - a Y „ < SE. — Ys 
hk , 4 
T « 2 * 
. : n 


CHAP. VII. 


Qf- MarRiaGe, cotzſidered in a. clvrr. 
View, as, the, OBJECT. of HUMAN 
Laws.—EXAMINATION of the PRIN- 

_*CIPLEs and TENDENCY of . the MaR- 
W TT TD 


AVING before conſidered marriage 
as a divine inſtitution, as ordained of 
oD, and by Him defined in what it ſhall 
conſift (ſee before vol. i. p. 18—20.) I can- 
not help once more obſerving, that, in this: 
view of it, no human power has the leaſt 
authority * to interfere, ſo as to make that 
null and void which Gop.hath made valid 
and binding; or to ſay that thoſe are not 
8 bk. one 


* Some - have properly diſtinguiſhed marriage as 
two-fold, conſiſting in a two-fold bond, called vincu- 
lum internum—an internal bond, and vinculum exter- 
num—an outward, or external bond. The firſt of 
theſe ariſes from the union of the male and female in 
one body, and is rendered indiſſoluble by the command 
they ſhall be one fleſh. Compare Gen. ii. 24. with 
1 Cor. vi. 16. This cannot be diffolved during the 
Uves of the parties, but by an act of adultery. in the 
woman, which totally vacates it, and releaſes the 
man from al] obligation whatſoever. The vinculum 
externum, or outward bond, ariſes from the recogni- 
tion of the other by ſome outward rite or ceremony 

in 


37. ] 
one fleſh whom £ word hath made ſo ; or 
to put [wg thoſe whom Gov, by his 
own ordinance and command, hath 5 — i 
cogether. Nor hath any human If auge 
the leaſt authority to determine Y. Pall, 
or who ſhall not, marry together, . its 
law be declarative gf or coincident . with 
the la of Gov. 5 
But foralmuch as marriage. OI in u the 
very nature of the thing, concern che out- 
ward order of fociety, it becomes, in that 
point of view, only, an object of h 
laws in the li; ht of a civil contract; A the 
recognition o Which, as to civil ard. 
is of, much conſequence to the fate; 
therefore certainly every ſtate has a power, 
not only to require ſuch recognition, but 
under ſuch terme, and under ſuch condi- 


= 


27 and by ſuch means as may appear to 
legiſlature moſt expedient for the ſe- 
curity of inheritances, Ls deſcents,.pe- 


in the ſight of 3 This, as to the mode of ad- 
miniſtration, is different according to the various 
gg of mankind, and is the objec? of human Jaws 
224 55 other is one and the ſame, as to its eſſence 
obligation, in all ages and places, and no more 
Sonfoutable, in theſe reſpects, by human Jaws, than 
any at her works of creation or providence. To affert 
the contrary, is that ſpecies of otheiſm which ſtrikes 
at the wiſdom, holineſs, perfection, purity, and ſta- 
bility of the prVIxE Law, as well as at the, ungon- 


troulable ſor 1 and . of the DIVINE 
6 . 


52 -. Biz digrees, 


- 


3 
digrees, and other wiſe purpoſes, Which 
are to be anſwered thereby, ſtill not inter- 
fering with the thing bu ng as between 


Gop And the parties, but dr . as it 
ſands in che Bible. | 


to as it ought, therefore he” you of this 
country, like the laws of moſt others, 
Have intrenched on the divine lau, makin 
crimes, and ordaining puniſhments, which 
are not only unwarranted by it, but are 
dire&ly oppoſite to it: as a proof of this, 
We need only turn to the Statute Book, and 
read 31 Hen. VIII. e. 14. which made it 
*:'/ehony for a man in'boly orders to marry, 
«oth 4 in him, and in the woman: 85 
1 Jac. I. c. 11. which enacts, that **-if-: a 
man, being married, ſhall marry ano- 
LEN OT woman, his firſt wife being alive, 
© he ſhall be deemed a felon, and ſuffer 
$6: ina as fach.” The firſt of theſe two 
laws was repealed long ago, but the latter 
is ſtill in force, and, but for the benefit of 
clergy, a man who had tao iuibes, would 
be ſent to the ga/lows with murderers and 
highwaymen, though there is no more war- 
rant for this in the word of Gop, than 
there was for making a prieft a felon for 
marrying at all, or for Surning a man un- 
fer the writ de heretico comburendb, for 
being ſuch an heretic as to deny that a 
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piece of - wafer, after a prigſt had muttered 
oak: 3 it, * of human body. 
Vulgar errors, while remaining merely 
in the minds of men, however they may 
affect the individuals who believe them, 
may be very Harmleſt things with reſpect 
to thoſe who are wiſe enough to ſearch ' 
and think for themſelves, and therefore 
differ in judgment; but when they are 
obtruded upon the conſeiences of men, 
armed with the terror of ſanguinary laws, 
even unto death jitſelf, they are formida- 
dle to the laſt degree; and thoſe are to be 
remembered as ſome of the beſt friends 
to mankind, who have had the wiſdom 
| feſt to form their own opinions by the 
ſcripture of truth, and then the courage 
to attack, and the ſucceſs (under Provi- 
dence) to defeat, ſome of theſe monſtero, 
though doubly guarded and defended by 
laws of church and flate. No opinions, 
however ſacred in the eſtimation of man- 
kind, can in the leaſt affect the truth of 
Gov. with reſpect to the moral world, 
any more than different ſyſtems of philo- 
fophy can affect or change the ſmalleſt 
atom in the yifible creation God's go- 
vernment oyer both is utterly unaſſailable 
by mortals, unchangeable by human power 
or wiſdom. . The phenomena of day and 
- Be depend not on the ſyſtems! of the 
| D 4 | * Frolmaic, 


\ 


Ptolemaie, Cartefian, or Newtonign philofor | 
phy; but on the wiſdom.and power of him 
Who created all things,” and wpboldeth them 


#9. 454: 99rd; of His power. So wich re- 


et; to marriage, which is as much an 


ordinance of Gop, as the ordinances. of 


the material heayeng are, (Jer. xxxi. 35, 
36.) it is, with reſpect to itſelf, as uncon- 
troulable by human power, as the riſing 
or ſetting of the ſun and moon. Errors in 
philoſophy cannot change theſe errors in 


divinity: cannot affect the other: there- 


fare, that which conſtituted a marriage at 


the beginning, will conſtitute it to the ena, 
though every legiſlature. upon earth were 
dige in a law to make it uu and 


; r ＋ of 3 "a 
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I am now led to ſpeak of a la, which 
I.cannot mention, or even think of, but 
with indignation, I mean 26 Geo. II. 
g. 33˙äntitled Au Act ie prevent Clandeſ- 
ting Marriages. — This law ſeems to me, 
and Lam by no means ſingular“* in my 
opinion of it, to go farther than any other 
upon. the ſubject ever went, by ſtriking in 
the very terms of it at the Divine inftitu- 


dern 1 22 „ / ͥ E224 nad EIS; 
J have. been credibly informed, that the late 
Duke of Bedford after ten: an abolition of the Mar- 
rrage=4tt, and that he loſt a motion made in the 
Hoyſe of Lords for that purpoſe but by one voice. 
Myänformant was preſent at the tim. 


erer * 
* 
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tion, 40 as to render it null and vid t al 
intents and purpoſes whatſoever, if certain 
circumſtances invented by the human le- 
giſlature * are not complied with. As 
far as this law was meant to prevent lan- 
deftme marriages, from which, as the. en 
amble ſets forth, ** great miſchiefs and in- 
conveniences have ariſen —it was * 
e, dar ee 


N 


Among the Romans, the Papian law. declared 
thoſe. marriages illegal which had been prohibited, 
and yet only ſubjected them to a penalty; but a ſe- 
netus conſultum, made at the inftance of the Em- 
peror M. Antoninus, declared them void; there then 
no longer ſubſiſted any ſuch thing as a marriage, 
wife, dowry, or huſband. See Monteſquicu, Spirit of 
Laws, Book xxvi. c. 13. By this it appears, that 
the heatheniſm of our Marriage- act is by no means 
unprecedented. To this another precedent; may be 
added from the popiſh council of Trent, where, after 
many long arguments pro and con, clandeſtine 
marriages were at laſt decreed to be null and void. 
However, this was by no means done unanimouſly, 
many diſſented, and thought that the church had no 
authority in the matter, it being a divine, not an 
Human ordinance, and, according to a faying of Pope 
Innocent, III. not to be diſſalvad by any power f 
man.” When the day came for giving their voices 
far the decree (Nov. 11, 1563) Cardinal Farmienſe 
would not be preſent, thinking the church, had no 
authority in the matter, and ſaying that if he were 
preſent, he ſhould be forced to declare, for the ſa- 
tisfaction of his own conſeienee, that the ſynod 
* had no power to make that decree.“ Cardinal 
MAorone ſaid, that it pleaſed him, if it pleaſed the 
Pope. Simoneta ſaid, it did not pleaſe e 8 
J K . 7 8 85 9 erte 
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the juriſdiction of the legiſlature to enact 
it; that is to ſay, fo far as the matter 
related to marriage in the light of a civil 
contract; but when it makes the marriage 
null and void to all intents and Purpoſes 
whatſoever, ſo as to releaſe the parties from 
the bond of marriage, with. reſpect to each 
other in the fight of Gop (for nothing 
lefs can be underſtood by thoſe words) it 
puts aſunder thoſe whom Gop hath joined 
together, and amounts to a repeal of the 
law and ordinance of THE MosT Hier ; 
for, by this act, Nac who are actually 
married in the fig t of Gop, and in their 
own conſeiences, are et free from each other 
the man may abandon his wife, the wife 
leave her hu/band, and marry another man. 

Let not the huſband put away his" wife, 
1, Cor. vii. 11. and Let not the wife depart 
from ber huſoand, but. and if ſhe depart, let 
ber remain unmarried, ' ver. 10. 11. have 
now no place, where the inſtitution of 
Gon is only concerned ; for it is not the 
ordinance. och Gop, but complying with 


ferred bimlelf to the 10 Ot the others, ffty-lix 
Ml abſolutel 7 5 rol the reſt did approve it. 

See Brent. Wir of Coun, of Trent, fol. 671, 783. 
However, they declared c Aude n marriages to 
have been true and lawful, ſo long as the church 
did not diſallow them, and anathematixed him who 
did not hold them for ſuch. Ib. 784. —What dere 
| with, Gop' s law and men's conſcienees! ED 
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the Zerms of an act of pa lament, which 
makes a marriage, and which ſaid terms 
are not one ®. of them found in the Bibi 
as conſtituting marriage in the fight 'v 
ax .coumming marriage id we Jebt. of 


- 
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lt muff be allowed that Sect. 10. which con- 
cerns the marriage of 1 under age, without con- 
ſent of parents and guardians, has ſome, authority from 
the ſeriptures, but it goes too far ;—the ſcriptures 
give a power to the father of a wiman, being in ber 
father's houſe in her youth, to vacate any voti the 
made without her father's  4nowledge or conſent 
(Numb. xxx. 4, f.) and of courſe any Betrothment or 
eſpoiſal which ſhe had entered into, per verba ' de 
ture, or de præſenti, but could not vacate an 
attual marriage, the act which conſtituted this, 
was irreuocabiy gone and paſt. See before vol. i. 

P- 25. It is to be obſerved, that the power over 
vows was confined to fathers only, and this only in 
the caſe of daughters - or to huſbands in the caſe 
of wives, which laſt ſuperſeded all authority which 
could be derived elſewhere. See Numb. "3.4 4 
Gen: 111. 46, latter part, Gen. ii. 24. Pope Paul V. 
made a conſtitutien, ann. 1557, that marriage: 
made by ſons before the age of thirty, and ies 
daughters before the age of twenty-five, without 
conſent of father, or- of him in whoſe power they 
were, ſhould be void. Brent. Hift. Counc: Trent, 
407. Fhe fame Pope ſent a monitorie to Dame Joan 
of Arragon, wife of Aſcanius Columna; that ſhe ſhould 
not marry any of her daughters without his leave, 
or if ſhe did, the matrimony, though conſummated, 
ſhould be void. Ib. 749. Our law ſeems to quadrate 
exactly with this pap 7 monitorie, in aſſuming a power 
to vacate marriages, which are not made by leave of 
the I pam, even though conſummated. |, Pope 


Paul's monitorie was a bold encroachment on the di- 
vine prerogative, but that of the Britih parliament 
was much more ſo ;—the firſt reſpected the indi- 
viduals of a ſingle family—the latter thoſe of a 
whole nation. | 
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Gop. If after the words ſuch mar- 
% xiage ſhall be null and void,” there had 
been added, as touching and concern- 
sing ſuch or ſuch civil” rights, privi- 
e leges,” or immunities, given to mar- 
«ried perſons by any law, ſtatute, or 
= iftoin-6f this realm,” this might have 
fallen within the line of human juriſdiction; 
but to affect the divine inſtitution itſelf, ſo 
as to make that null and 497d which Gop 
Hath ratified by ſaying—2bey. /ball. be one 
eſp, is a ſacrilegious attempt to repeal 
the law of Heaven, juſt as much ſo as in- 
terfering with any ol her otdlinance of Go; 
a8 to its validity, unleſs adminiſtered ac- 
cording to nd f porkament. 

The Popes of Rome have made very free 
With the laws of Gop, even to the ſtrik- 
ing the /ecorid commandment out of the 
Decalogue, becauſe it bore a little too hard 
on the zdolatry of the church of Rome; 
but in ſtead of one, we have ſtruck out 
many of Gop's commandments vi. 
Gen. ii. 24. Exod. xxif. 16. Deut. Kxii. 
28, 29. becauſe clandeſtine marriages bore 
hard upon the pride and ambition of the 
nobility and gentty. But to return to tlie 
. 
-. To illuſtrate what has been ſaid on 
the ſubject of intermeddling with Gop's 
ordinances, let us ſuppoſe a caſe—Bap- 


e 
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eiſn is a A JE WR RS 8 both 
as to the fign and thing /ignified, by CRT 
according to the praphecies of the Old Teſ- 
ſtament. Fhe words by which this ordinance 
was ſet forth, are to be found Matt. xNviii. 
29. Go ye therefore, and teach all nations, bap-" 
tizing them in the name of the Fucber, and 
of. the. Son, and.of the Holy Ghoſts \ This is 
the cobole ordinance of baptiſtry.and our 
church rightly, declares Can. xxx. that. 
« when the zniniſten, dipping the infant in 
% water, or laying water upon the face of 
« it, hath pronounced theſe: words 
«  baptize thee in the name, Go. the infant 
is fully and perfectly: baptized, ſo as the 
in off the. croſs being — uſed 
<<. doth nothing add to the perfection and 
<< virtue of baptiſin; nor, being omitted, 
10 doth detract * any thing from the ef 
C fect and ſubſtance of it. Now let us 
ſuppoſe that miniſters ihould ſoruple to uſe: 
the gn of | the croſs: in baptiſm, that this 
ſhould grow ſo general, as almoſt to amount 
to an abolition of the: ceremony; this be- 


* Sen of to the en wn 


| is this . hs 3 af 
N is — * ply. that which Gop hath made it. For 

e ſame rea Dog. marriage is ſimply. that which Gop 
bath made it. Therefore no additions of man's in- 
vention, or the want of them, can affect the mar- 
Sake. union (any more than the 3 in Gop's 
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they enact a law for the reſtoration of it, 
in which is the following clauſe - And 
be it further enacted by the authority 
c aſoteſaid, that no perſons who ſhall be 
4 baptized, not having the „gn of the 
| E. croſs made upon their foreheads, ſhall 
<<. be deemed or reckoned members of the 
*. Chriſtian church, but ſuch 4apti/m ſhall 
c be null and void to all intents and purpo- 
4c ſes tubaſſoe ver. Can any perſon, who 
has a true regard for the word and ordi- 
nances of Gop, maintain that ſuch a 
law could in the leaſt affect the ſtate and 
condition of a perſon ſo baptized, before 
account, leſs a member of the chriſtian | 
church becauſe of ſuch a law? Would it 
not be a ſacrilegious attempt to alter 
Gop's own ordinance, and to make it 
ſubject to the law and will of man, and as 
ſuch to be deſpiſed and abhorred by all the 
faithful? — Where then is the difference? 
ov is as expreſs and determinate as to 
the one marriage ordinance, as to the one 
ordinance of baptiſm : therefore by no rule 
of ſound reaſon can it be proved, that 
bath are not equally out of the reach of 
human authority, ſo as that man can 
neither add to nor diminiſh from either, in 
the fight of Gov. 3 
That human authority may order an 
FEY 8 outward 


1 * 
outward . marriage ceremony, or a publie 
baptiſm, to be uſed or adqminiſtered at fnoh 
a given time or place, I do not diſpute; 
nor do I doubt but thoſe may be puniſhed 
who tranſgreſs ſuch order - but that ſuch 
things can affect the validity of a vn 
inſtitution, with reſpect to itſeſf, muſt furely 
be denied by all who will allow Gp tv 
have a ſole excluſive juriſdiction and 
authority over His own appointed ordi- 
nances. When therefore Gop ſays that 
if a man lies with a virgin not betrothed, 


e ſhall be his wie, BECAUSE HE HATH 


HUMBLED HER, he may not put ber away 
® all his days, which is but an explanatory 
way of ſaying—ebey hall be one fleſh—an 
human law which adds provided ſuch 
„and ſuch conditions be obſerved, ' as 
% bannt or licence, otherwiſe” ſuch mar- 
*“ riage ſhall be null and void, fo all intents 
„and purpoſes whatſoever (which is but 
«© an explanatory way of ſaying they ſhalt 
*© not be one fleſh”) is as palpable: a de- 
nial of Gop's inſtitution, as to its validity, 
as can well be conceived; as alſo an ab- 
ſolute contempt of the words of CHRIST, 
in the concluſion which he draws from 
the divine declaration bat Gop bath 
joined together let not man put aſumder. 
It would be a moſt abſurd attempt, and 
what all the world beſides would laugh 
CO at 


a EST | 
at, if the parliament of Great Britain were 
to {8s an act to alter the laws of France 
and Spain; but it is more abſurd, and 
what we ought to grieve at, becauſe it is 
wicked, when men enact laws which in 
their aim and tendency would alter or re- 
peal the fixed, eſtabliſhed, and immutable 
laws of heaven. _ = 
Ihe ſolemnity of that ſort of engage- 
ment which the ſcriptures call Serrotbing. 
inſomuch that it was death to defile a be- 
trothed virgin, was held in great venera- 
tion in the church of T/rael/; ſo was it 
amongſt us antecedently to What is called 
the Marriage- act, 26 Geo. II. — our ec- 
clefiaftical courtsæ would have compelled 


When I mention eccleſiaſtical courts, I would not 
be underſtood to mean that even their being and eſ- 
zabliſhment is of any divine right, much leſs their ju—- 
riſdiction and proceedings; they certainly were the in- 
ventions of the Popes of Rome, as inſtruments and 
executioners of their oppteſſion and tyranny over the 
perſons, properties, conſciences, and lives of man- 
kind; their juriſdiction in matrimonial affairs was 
finally. ſettled: by the council of Trent, which decreed, 
that If any ſay, that matrimonial cauſes do not be- 
4 Jong to eccleſiaſtical judges, let him be aceurſed.” 
—See Brent. Hiſt. of Counc. of Trent. 784. Fhis 
horrible and antichriſtian decree (for no trace of 
ſuch a thing is to found in the ſcripture) bears 
date ann. 1563, about three hundred years after 
Pope Innocent III. had thrown: the ordinance of mar- 
riage as a ſacrament into the hands of the priz/ts. 
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ſolemnization of a marriage ſo contracted 
by uerba de futuro or verba ds preſents © 


(but more eſpecially where it became a 


. 
* 


marriage de facto by carnal knowledge) in 


facie ecclefie': but all this is now ſet afide, 


and the moſt folemn contract that can be 
entered into between the parties, ſignifies 
Juſt nothing at all; they may forſake each. 


. other. juſt as they pleaſe, for it is enacted, 


that, in no caſe 'whatſcever, ſhall any 
* ſuit or proceeding be had in any eccle- 
* faſtical court in order to compel a cele- 


« bration of any marriage in facie ecclefie, 


© by reaſon of any contract of matrimony 
* whatſoever, whether per verba de pre- 
« ſenti, or verba de futuro, any law or 
„ uſage to the contrary notwithſtanding.” 
Here, we may ſay, is a coup de grace 


given to the fmall remains of Zemale ſecu- 
rity which had been preſerved * in our. 


laws; for now, let the contract be what it 


* Promiſes of marriage to a woman, have, in all 


well- regulated ſtates, been conſidered as ſacred, and 


the breach of them puniſhed by a variety of methods. 
The Pruſſian laws do not endeavour ſo much to 


puniſh the breach of promiſe, as to enforce the per- 


formance of it- which they do by religious admo- 
nitions, by impriſonment, by a fine of half the mans 
fortune, or a certain part of his daily labour, or, if 

he runs away to avoid the marriage, by marrying 
the woman to him by Proxy: and allowing her a 


maintenance out of his effects. — See Alexander's 


_ Hiſt. Wom. vol. ii. p. 268. 
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way, the injury ariſing from the breach of 
it ever ſo great, the conſequences to the 
fred virgin ever ſo horrible, it is out of 
wer even to aim at that juſtice 
which the law of Gop ſo poſitively com- 
mands to be done. This af of parlia- 
nent, taken all together, amounts to a re- 
peal and utter abolition of the law of 
God, almoſt in every point where mar- 
riage is concerned. Firſt—as to betroth= 
ment, which I take to anſwer, in ſome 
meaſure at leaſt, to what we call a con- 
tract per verba de futuro, as where the man 
fays—*<* I will take you to be my wife, 
and the woman ſays 1 will take you to 
* be my huſband,” This was held fo ſa- 
ered by the ordinance of Gop, and per- 
ſons thus contracted, were in Gop's ac- 
count ſo bound to each other, that a 
| defilement of the betrothed. Woman Was 
reckoned the defilement of a man's wiſe. 
Deut. xxii. 23, 24. Nor could fuch a 
woman. contract marriage with any other 
man—Exod. xxii. 16. Deut. xxii. 28.— - 
of courſe the man who had betrothed the 
woman, was bound, and therefore com- 


pellable by the law, to — uch a r 
140 ay execution. e 
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any law (cither of Gor or man) or uſage to 
750 contrary notwithftanding. 

Efpouſal = 1 take to anſwet, in ſome 
degree, to our contract per verba de pres 
Venn, as when the man fays to the w 

* d take thee to be my wife, and the 
woman fays—“ 1 ds take thee to he my 
* huſband.” If the derrotbment by words 
in the Future tenſe amounted in Gop's bebt 
to ſo ſolemn and binding a contract, a 
contract ariſing from words in the preſent 
tenſe; muſt, if poſſible, be more fo; for 
this is the other contPact 16 far ex2futid—s 
thetefore, a fortiori, the ecclefiaftical courts 
would compel the parties to a public re- 
cognition of this contract in the face 9 
the church; but this is alſd ſet alide, ind 
made null and void to all intents and pur 

ofes whatſoever. 
72509 farther marriage itſelf, which, ac- 
cording to the Bible, is the conſummation 
of the whole by carnal knowledge, which 
makes the parties in the ſight of Gop, and 
by His poſitive command, ove #/þ,. even 
this ſignifies no more than the others our 
8 courts, heretofore called this by 
its right name, a marriage de r Jattoor in fact 


—and fo they well might; for it is the only 
ordinance of marriage which Gop ever re- 
vealed :=where this happened, &#vorce of 
* * Was forbidden —.4 man ſhall 
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forſake father and mother, and cleave to bis 
wife, and they ſhall be one fleſh—What there- 
fore Gop bath. joined together, let not man 


put aſunder. But we may fay of all theſe 


bonds, as was ſaid of the ſeven green withs 
wherewith Samſon was bound — Judges 
xvi. 8, 9.—that as a thread of tow is broken 
Then it toucheth the fire, ſo were * they 
broken. DIED. LS 


A flagrant inſtance. of this appeared in the year 
1772; when a cauſe of great conſequence was de- 
e termined in Doctors Commons, and a marriage that 
<© had been ſolemnized in the church, by licence, 
© and conſummated, was declared null and void, in 
conformity to a N in the marriage- act. It ap- 
<c peared that the huſband had obtained the licence, 
by ſwearing that the perſon, for whom the licence 
* was required, was of age, when ſhe was not.“ See 
Gent. Mag. for 1772, p. 149. The writer of which 
obſerves—that to baſtardize the iſſue of ſuch mar- 
<< riages, ſeems to have ſomething in it repugnant to 

<< the ſacred inſtitution.” This is a mild way of 
cenſuring ſo mon/trous, ſo wicked, ſo diabolical a ſen- 
tence, which can hardly be outdone by the church of 
Rome itſelf.” The judge who pronounced it could not 
do otherwife, being bound in his deciſion by the 
clauſe in the marriage- act — but what a law.muſt that 
be, which tends to divorce, a vinculo matrimonii, thoſe, 
who by the law * heaven are indiſſolubly joined to- 

gether as one fleſh! 4 X 
Let any man produce, if he can, a more palpable 
treading under foot, a more daring annihilation of the 
et commands of Gon—a more evident defiance 
urled at the DIVINE LAWGIVER HIMSELF | Yet this 
late, this very law, under which an infinity of ſuch 
ſentences of divorce may be pronounced, lin is ſuf- 
fered to ſubſiſt, and hold its empire over the DIVINE. 
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If theſe matters above mentioned were 
overlooked, or not ſufficiently conſidered, 
at the time of the paſſing of the abt, it is 
highly proper that they ſhould now be 
conſidered, and the act repealed, at leaſt 
be * materially altered from its preſent 
ſtate of direct U. covet to the word a 

2oill of Gor. 
How the law ſtood: before: he paſſing 
this aft of parliament, may be gathered 
from the following ſhort caſe, 2 Salk. 438, 
and. cited by Dr. Burn, Eccl. Law, Tit. 
Aarriage, p. 30. Wigmore's caſe. Holt, Ch. J. 
faid—*<© By the canon law, a contract mr 
te verba de præſenti is a marriage—(o" is 

t contract per verba de futuro, if the Yrs 
tract be executed, and he rale her; this 
N marriage, a and they cannot pioniſh for 
8 JO, but pay” TVE ay IONS 
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hs Dr. 3 after obſerving "as pains which? 
were taken to promote wee among the Ro- 
mans, ſays — “ It has generally been 2 ſuf- 

<< ficient to ſtain, with ſome degree of infamy and 
„ diſhonour, all kinds of illicit connection between 
<< the ſexes, to make the way to the enjoyment of 
„ lawful love as eaſy and acceſſible as poſhble, and 
c to truſt the reſt to nature. In this laſt reſpect the 
« Engliſh legiſlature ſeems of late to have acted con- 
<« trary to the common maxim, and'thrown a variety 
<< of obſtacles in the way of matrimony ; but ſhould” 
«© decreaſe of people be the conſequence, that body, 
it is preſumable, are too wiſe to perſiſt in a volun- 
"OE? * tary error.“ Vol. ii. p. 245 —246. 
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iog the marriage according to the forms 
*6 preſcribed by law, but NaT 80 as To 
% DECLARE THE MARRIAGE void.“ 
We haye ſeveral ſtatutes againſt clandęſe 
tuns marriages; as 6 and 7 Will. III. c. 63 
7 and 8 Will. III. ©- 353 10 Ann, c. 19; 
alla ecclgſigſtical laws, as Can. 62, 633 
but no law till 26 Geo. II. ever preſumed 
to vacate the contract between the parties, 
or to declare the marriage null and vaid ta 
all intente end frurpoſes  whatſbever; | even 
though. the ceremony itſelf was nat red, as 
in Migmereès calc i where, though the huſ- 
band had a licence from the biſhap. to mar- 
y, Jet Ligmore, being an Auabaptift, mar- 
ried the woman according to the | forms: of 
his ea rehgien. | 5d Bam > 
I eannet-think of the warriage-adh, as it 
is called uthough it may more properly be 
ſtyled the anti- marriage act without re- 


collecting Horaces 
Nil mortalibus arduum eſt 
_ Cxlum ipſum petimus ſtultitisz. 


on ; No work #80 high for man's audacious Pr a 
Our folly would attempt the ſeies. — 


To the caſe! above mentioned, I will add 

a_ tranſcript from Dr. Burn, Eccl. Law, 
tit. Marriage, p. 17. that the reader may 
be ſtill farther convinced of our departure 
from that reverence towards the divine 
law, which our eccl/in/tical courts 1 


| & | : 
bad it in their power to ſhe w Herete- 
* << fore, if any having contracted matri- 
mony de preſents, and being convented 
10 Dt the ecclefiaftical Judge, did refuſe 
** to execute the ſentence given by him ts 
celebrate the matrimony accordingly z 
after lawful admonition given in that 
behalf, he or ſhe fo refuſing might for 
their contumacy therein be excommu- 
pA nicated, aud be impriſoned on a writ de 
<* excommunicata capiendo, until he or ſhe 
"8 did ſubmit to. .obey the monition of the 
ce Me, in that behalf. _ 
Hut as for perſons who had contracted 
* ſpoufals de futuro, if cither of them did 
75 © Kegel to perform their promiſe, the judge 
<< was not to proceed to the fignificauit i into 
<<. chanceryforanexcommunicatocapiende,but ' 
t rather to abſolve that cur/ed party which | 
* contemned the cenſures of the church, 
<« albeit there be no cauſe of favour, but 
« for fear of further miſchief, by * com- 
* 18 them to go together which did 
hate one another: yet was not this fro- 
e ward party to be thus diſmiſſed, but 
«« was to ſuffer penance for the breach of 
a his promiſe: nor was he or ſhe to be 


a  diſmifſed or abſolved, if thoſe ſpouſals 


* This was 38 like Moſes's ſufferance of 
fern among the Fetus, for the hardneſs of far a 
farts, 
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te defuturo, by reaſon of carnal knowledge, 
or ſome other act equivalent, p1D Bx- 
c COME MATRIMONY ; for in that caſe, 
dé as in the. former, where ſpouſals were 
« contracted de preſenti, the diſobedient 
©, party was to be excommunicated, appre- 
* hended, and impriſoned, and not to be ab- 

* ſolved or releaſed before ſatisfaction, or 

«« death, or other juſt cauſe of divorce. 

* But now, by 26 Geo. II. c. 33- no 
“ ſuit or proceeding ſhall be had in any 
6 ecclefiaſtical court, in order to compel a 
celebration of any marriage in facie ec- 
«© clfiz, Whether per verba de præſenti, or 

* per verba de futuro, which ſhall be en- 
* tered into after March 25, 1754.” 

Such was the -law—ſuch is the law 
no as contrary to the law of Gop, as it 
was once conformable to it; for as far as 
the ecclefiaftical courts went, they acted con- 
formably -to the divine /aw; but they did 
not proceed, unleſs there appeared ſome 
contract per verba de Juturo, or per verba 

de prefentt ; whereas Gop's law, more 
extenſively calculated to preſerve the fe- 
male ſer from ſeduction and ruin, deter- 
mined the carnal knowledge of a virgin, in 
all caſes, to ** amount to matrimony,” where 
ſhe was not betroͤthed to another, and com- 
pelled the public recognition of it, by the 
only means whereby, in thoſe days, ſuch 
revognition ſeems to haye been , that 
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is to fay, by the payment of the d or 
dowry into the hands of the father, (ſee 
Exod. xxii. 17. Deut. xxii. 29.) moſt # 64 
bably in the preſence of witneſſes ; which 
ſeems to have been the caſe in all public 
tranſactions among the Jews. See Ruth 
iv. 9, 10, 11. II. viii. 2. Jer. xxxii. 10, 
12, 25, 44. | 
So that though betroebing or eſpouſals 
might, and in moſt caſes, as among us, 
did, go before marriage; and create a ſo- 
lemn contract between the parties; yet 
where this was not the caſe, the man's 
taking poſſeſſion of the woman's "perſon, 
though he had never ſeen her before that 
inſtant, created the indiſſoluble bond of 
. marriage between them in the fight of 
Gop; as appears, Deut. xxii. 28, 29. The 
reaſon there given is, becauſe HE HAD. 
HUMBLED HER. Whereas we miſtake the 
betrothment or 'eſpouſals for the marriage it= 
ſelf, and ſuppoſe, that where theſe are not, 
there marriage is not: but the contrary 
appears in the paſſage of Deuteronomy above 
cited, -In the very nature of things it 
muſt be fo, otherwiſe a ier contract by 
words is of higher validity than a greater 
by deed, and the promiſe of the woman's 
perſon more binding than the actual! poſ- 
/effion of it; which, tho' a ſoleciſm charge- 
able on human ſyſtems relating to mar- 
riage, cannot be chargeable on thoſe which 
are. o the contrivances of infinite wiſdom. The 


"2 more 


Is} 
morę We. examine the former, the more 
It we diſcover of the leaven of the Pha- 
T6 bes, 40% made the word of Gop of none 
e ek. thro: ugh their. traditions.,-The more 
We as the law of. Gon, the more 
thall we be apprized of its harmony and 
confiſtency with itſelf, as well as with the 
peace, good order, and welfare of human 
ſociety; more eſpecially with regard to its 
care and watchfulneſs oyer thoſe Who ſtand 
maſt in need of its dea dapentn weaker ſex, 
which, as matters are now ordered, ſeem 
of les value than the boa of the fel Af 
à man goes into ** is bour” s field, and 
wilfully mMaims or nds has: cattle, it is 
Felony. without, "Eo of clergy; but to 
Au and debauch his daughter, and then 
to look upon himſelf as free from all legal 
obliga tion to marry her, is the grand pri- 
ve which he 15 annexed to our re- 
peal of the laws of Heaven. As for the 
ſufferer, 3 ſhe be poor, ſo that her main 
te nance depends upon her character, this - 
being gone, ſhe muſt ſtarve for want of em- 
ployment, or plunge herſelf into the depths 
25 proſtitution to get food and raiment. 
With regard to the buſineſs of clandęſ 
Fine marriages, how far they are or are not 
© miſchievous or inconvenient to the ling: 
* dom,” may admit of much doubt; «+ 4 
may be ſaid on both ſides of the queſtion: 
8 I cannot . thinking with the learned. 


Jude 
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J Judge Blathftone, who thus expreſſes hicaſelf 

he ſubject, vol. i. 438. Quar- Edit. 
<« « Reſtraints upon marriages, eſpecially 
«amongſt the lower clafy, are evidently 
« whe een to the public, 2 hindering 
the inereaſe of people and to gels- 
gen and moraliy. by 1 licenr 


« ef th and debauchery among the fingle 
cc 
4 one of ſeeiety and e (hom 
8 which. t8-—coneubitu; probibere 157 
It is beſide my purpoſe to enter Pho) in- 
to the oonſideration of this Jaw in a dem- 
mou views but. 10 Hardly can be ſuppoſes: 
* Tu afea , that hae + lead 90 6h ellen 
write 3 ob id cha is 2 this be confined 7 SD 
 tiouſneſs and dibauchery amon ls perfons only; for 
ee en, . ane Beep i e 
childgen- ng wards, as well as their perſong, unde 
the abſolute power of patents. aud guardians till 
age of twenty-one, has, in many inſtances, prov — 
to their fature- peace. F cannet expreſs my meaning 
better, than in the words of the i ingeniqus Margie: 
of ot in his E/ay an Grimes and Puniſbments, 
c. 31. ConjugaL, FIDELITY,” ſaith he, “ is always 
greater, rr proportion as marriages are more a2 
„ merous and leſs difficult. But when the intereſt or 
pride of benen or paternal authority, not the 
4s inclination, of t arties, unite the ſexes, gal- 


„ }antry foon, breaks the ſtender ties, in ſpite of com- 


mon merglifts, who exalaini againſt the effect, while 
they pardon the cauſe.” - 
I much doubt, whether every ſons of parlia- 
ment, for ſome years paſt, has not afforded melan- 
choly proofs of the truth with which the noble Mi- 
"_ made the ** obſervation. 


ta 


th ſexes, and thereby deſtroying 
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to increaſe marriage,' unleſs in the pariſh- 


regiſters, by many perſons marrying in the 
8 churches and chapels, becauſe they 
annot marry elſewhere. ' Doubtleſs num-- 
bers there are who would have married 
elſewhere, but now never marry at all, 
becauſe their peculiar circumſtances 'or fi 
tuations may be ſuch, as to prevent their 


compliance witk the terms of the g; ma- 


ny of which are moſt probably hurried by 
their paſſions into ſomething worſe than a 


clandiſtine marriage. e 1 


That ingenious foreigner Mr: 4. Vale, f 
in His Examen Philoſophique des loix relatives 
aux Marriage, ch. 4- and 5. proves, that 
25 Chery bſtaele to marriage is a vice in 
& government, and an injury to the rights 
4 of citizens. Under this head he ſhews, 
that the Engliſh act of parliament of 


«1753, is contrary to the law of nature,” 


and. explains the reaſons of that truly Po- 
triaian n | 
The paſſing ſuch a tio as this" in a 


Pts 104 and commercial land, whoſe 


external ſtrength, by which it can annoy 
its numerous enemies, and whoſe internal 
ſtrength, by which it is to defend itſelf. 
againſt their invaſions, muſt depend on 


the numbers of its people, is ſurely a ca- 


pital /olecim in our political ſyſtem, The 
wiſer Heathens took every meaſure they 
could, to diſcourage celibacy, to promote 
817 | marriage, 
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a marriage, "eq of courſe, to increaſe the 
numbers of their people. Plato lays it 
down, that in a well-ordered_ 8 a 
the firſt conſideration ſhould be to make 
laws for the promotion of marriage, that 
every one ſhould marry, not merely to 
pleaſe himſelf, but as a benefit to the 
public; therefore he would have every 
unmarried man puniſhed annually by a fine 
of ſo many drachmæ, and. ſome mark of 
infamy, who lived to thirty years of age 
without marrying. De LL. lib. vi. Ly- 
curgus, the Spartan lawgiver, would. not 
admit unmarried men to the public games, 
ſpectacles, and feaſts. Plut. in Lycurg. 
and an action was given againſt thoſe who 
did not marry at all, or too late to have 
children. Among the Romans, they were 
liable to a mark of ignominy or diſgrace 
ſet on them by the Cenſors. Val. Max. 
W Auguſtus rejected the teſta- 
ment of a man who died under a ſtate of 
celibacy. Ib. lib. vii. c. 7. On the other 
hand, married men (eſpecially thoſe who 
had children) had many privileges—th I 
were exempted from being ſent on emb 
fies,. and had the firſt voice in all public 
decrees or ſentences. In any canvaſting 
or inaking intereſt for magiftracy, or an 
other office, the number of children which 
a man had, was conſidered as a very preva- 


lent recommendation. Appia. lib. it. de 
Bell. 


19. 

Bell. Civ. In all the public theatres, they 
were ſeated in an honourable place. Suet. 
"Auguſtus was for their receiving preſents 
every year. They Were exempt atnong 
the Spartans from keepin g watch, if they 
had 7hree children; if five, from all public 
offices whatſoever. Herod. I. iii. The like 
privileges were among the Romans, with 
reſpect to the futelæ and curatele—ward- 
ſhips and guardianſhips—from the burden 
of which a man was exempted at Rome, if 
he had r hree children—in any other part 
of Italy, if he had four—and in all the 
provinces, if he had ve. Inſtit. lib. i. 
tit. 25. Atheneus ſpeaks of a feſtival, at 
which the women laid hold of all the od 
batchelors they could find, and dragged 
them round an altar, beating them with 

r 
Many more inſtances might be men- 
tioned, to ſhew what all wiſe ſtates have 
thought on the ſubject of marriage; that 
it was the means of enriching them with 
people, and therefore all encouragement 
was given to it: whereas we have, by act 
| 4 parhament, narrowed, in many in- 
ſtances, its bounds within the circle of 
family pride, and perſonal avarice; and 
in order to this, have laid difficulties in 
its way which are nſuperable to thouſands, 
who might otherwiſe have ER 
LS; their 


n 


I 

their portion of increaſe. to the public | 

riches. | 
1 have e 6 men 408 thi late 
Dute of Begfard's motion for a repeat of the 
_ marriage-att—#x. Grace ſpake near three 
- hours upon the ſubject, and, in the courſt 
of his ſpecch, expatiated much on the 
Preference Sq is given to private incli- 
nation, humour, Pride, and caprice, be. 
vond public utility“ The riches of this, 
e as of every country,” ſaid he, art the 
be & people. — The grand object, which we 
| 72 to confider, is this— the Ew in 
*< queſtion, hy being reſtrictive of mat 
„ riage, muſt in courſe be reſtrictive f 
D population, bat is the confideration 
of this or that individual, When the 
vc. welfate'of the public, which is chiefly 

promoted by the increaſeè of the 

4 is at ſtake? I have a daughter (mean 
ing the reſent amiable; Ducheſs of Mark 
borough) * whois deſervedly my delight; 
* any misfortune which could happen to 
«© her by an imprudent or unſuitable mar- 
tiage, would be a moſt ſenſible afflie> 
< tion. to me; hut, ſaid the noble p. 
triat, vrhat is this to the public? What 
<c is it ta the public whom ſhe may 
* —or whom any body's daughter 0 
* may marry? Population is: the 
point to be 5 GG OED 
the public; therefore. an Act, which 
= | „ makes 


— 


* 


1 1 


„ mere conſideration of preventing here 
cc 


impolitic, an injurious, a miſchievous 


law; it ought never to have been 1 
it ought now to be repealed. 
This is pretty near the ſubſtance of what 


66 


was reported to me to have been the con- 


cluſfion of his Grace's ſpeech” on the occa- 
ſion. However, his motion was loſt by 


. one ſingle voice. He ſaid, that * he ſhould 


make it again the next year —but, bes 
fore that time, he went out of admini- 
ſtration, and he dropped his intention, as 


on having little hope of ſucceeding hy | 


a private. Lord in oppoſition, after * 


- fliled while in public office. 


Whatever may. be the ſuppoſed in den- 
1 of clandeſtine marriages, however 
© miſchievous or inconvenient to the king- 
« dem they may, in ſome inſtances, 


have been found, yet no miſchief or in- 


convenience could poſſibly ariſe from them, 
which might not have been obviated with- 
out intrenching on Gop's: prerogative, 
without attacking the validity of His holy 
ordinances. The ſixty- ſecond canon pro- 
hibits <* miniſters from ſolemnizing ma- 
*.trimony without licence or banns, or at 
% any other times than between eight and 


ce twelve in the forenoon the breach of 


this canon is attended with the 3 W 
. 5 | | 66 5 
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makes public utility ſubſervient to the 


and there a private inconvenience, is an 
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« of the offending miniſter for three years 
© 19% fade, but it does not offer to affect 
the validity of the contract hetweew the 
patties. The 6th and 7th of W. II. c. 6. 
ordains a penalty on the miniſter. for ma 
g without licence or banns, of one 
\hundrgd pounds, and for the ſeeond of- 
fence to be ſuſpended, ab gels ar 
for three years. By the 7th and Sch of 
W. III. c. 35. the penalty of one hun- 
dred pounds is extended to every offence of 
he miniſter, likewiſe. ten one laid 
on every man who is married without hanns 
or licence. The 10th of Anne, 0, 19. has 
a. chuſe. to prevent clandefine murriagis, 
and Jays one hundred pounds on the mi- 
aiſter — and if ſuch. marriage be ſolemriged 
in any gaol, by any miniſter who is a pri- 
ſoner there, one hundred pounds upon 
him, and one hundred pounds upon the 
gaoler ſuffering the marriage to be ſolem- 
nized in the priſon without hams or H 
cence. Theſe were revenue acts, and only 
attacked clandeſtine marriages with a view 
to the duties payable on licences; but ſtill 
they keep clear of calling in queſtion the 
validity of the marriage, whereſoever or 
hovſoever ſolemnized. This was reſerved: - 
far the 26th of Geo. II. c. 33. which, as 
has been obſerved, is. levelled at the va- 
lidity of the ardinance itſelf, if not admi- 
niſtered as therein required. To prevent 
clandeſtine marriages b A puniſhing the mi- 
Vol.. II. e, 


F 66 3 
either by pecuniary. or even corpora} 


-punaſ] ment, or to lay a fine on the parties 
4 ho married, fuse not have exceeded the 


„0 


5 Ward On and bee ; but when 250 
declare ach marriage null and void, to 4 
iutents and purpoſes whatſoever, ſo as utter- 
ly to diſſolve the contract between the 
Parties, they interfere: with Gop's own 
immediate ordinance, which mortals have 
no right to do. Human legiſlators may 
have power over eccle/iaftical: perſons, to 
provide that they diſcharge their office, 
but have no power themſelves to inter- 
fere in holy things. When King Heze- 
kiah began the r ormation of the Jewiſh 
church, and brought in the priefts and 
Levites, and gathered them tagether,: and 
ve them 2, 5 to execute their office, he 
did lawfully and rightly. But when King 
Uzziab. himſelf attempted: to burn incenſe 
before, the Lok p, thus interfering with 
the appointed. ordinance of Gov, which 
made it only lawful for the priefts the ſons of 
Aaron to burn incenſe; he did wrong, he 
exceeded his own, authority, and uſurped 
the authority of Gop, and. Gop ſtruck 
him with leproſy to the day. of his death. 
Comp. 2 Chr. xxix. 4. * with 2. Chr. 
xxvi. 1 t 
If the acne were to lay. a duty 
upon the regiſter of every apt! . ou - 
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. 
in order to ſecure it, were to la 820 A penalty 


on every miniſter regiſtering a baptifm on 
unſtamped parchment, they 0 d have 
authority ſo to do; but if 5 went on, 
and ſaid, that“ all baptiſm fo regiſtered 
« ſhould be null and dei to all intents and 
i purpoſes whatſoever, ſo that children ſo 
*<.regiſtered ſhould be no members of the 
&« Chriſtian ehurch, ſuch a law would be as 
abſurd and ſhocking as the  marriage-aft 
is, but not at all a 1 inſult upon the 
divine ordinance. of baptiſm, than this is 
upon the divine ordinance of marriage. . 
So with regard to the Lord's Supper, 
if an a& was made that for greater decency 
and order in the adminiſtration thereof, 
the miniſter ſhould give notice on the Sun- 
day before, upon a penalty of J. 5 for 
every omiſſion ; no doubt the parhament 
might make ſuch a law; but if the act 
went on and ſaid, that where any per- 
* ſons ſhall receive the ſacrament from the 
1 hands of any miniſterwho hath neglected 
to give ſuch notice aforeſaid, fuch re- 
* ceiving ſhall be null and void to all in- 
« tents and purpoſes whatſoever, and no 
*.. benefit accrue to the receivers thereby” 
— how would ſuch a law as this be diſ- 
tinguiſhable, in point of folly and impiety, 
from the a which we haye been conſider- 
ing? No diſtinction in theſe reſpects can 
be fairly made, till it can be proved, that 
tho ſacrament of the Lorp's /upper is an 
85 F 2 appointed 


apppinted ordinance of Go, but that the 
ordinance of ar 5 is not. In the mean 


time, I muſt profels my faith to be, that 
the parliament of Great Britain had no 
more a right to paſs the marriage- act, in 
its preſent form, than it had to paſs an a& 
to * repeal the ten commandwents. 
__ TI don't mean, by any thing I have faid, 
to put miniſters, in the buſineſs of folenmiz- 
ing marriages, on the ſame footing with 
priefe under the law of Moſer, with re- 
gard to the ceremonial ordinances ; theſe 
were ordained and appointed of Gop to 
thoſe ſervices, which ſhadowed forth go 
things to come; but it does not appear, that 
either the prighe under the Old Teftanient, 


We can hardly read over the impious decree of 
Darius the king of Perſa, which'is recorded Dan. 
vi. 7. without ſhuddering. To make a flatute, that 
< whoſoever ſhall aſk a petition of any God or man, 
C for thirty days, ſave of the king, he ſhall be eaſt inte 
* the den of lions” -—was an attack on the cron 
and dignity of the Divine Maje/ty, horrible to con- 
ceive.—But by what lagic can it be proved, that the 
Medo-Perſian monarch had not as much right to do 
this, as a Britiſb legiſſature to invent impediments to 
marriage, which are unknown to the ſcriptures ; te 
make that null and vid, which Gon's law ratifieg 
and confirms; and thus to put thoſe aſunder, whom 
the expreſs command of the Mosr Hict indiſſolu- 
bly joius together? However ignorance may be plead» 
ed in excuſe of the poor idolatrous Heatben—this 
hut aggravates our guilt ; for we have the aracles g 
Jop committed to us, and to be ignorant of their 
contents, is of itſelf a cxEAT crime—difregarding. 
them ſtill a GREATER acting in oppoſition to them 
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ab 
or the apgſtles or other miniters under the 
New Teſtament, were ever employed in 
marrying people (as it is called) or had any 
thing to do in the matter. Marriage was 

appointed, and its effentials ſettled, be- 
fore there was a prieſt, or church, or cere- 
"—_ ſo much as mentioned, wherefore 
nothing of this kind can be wanting to 
its completeneſs and perfection in the 
fight.of Gon. The interference of prigſs, 
and the appointment of a ſet form of 
words to be read over the parties by that 
prieſt, are purely of human, and compa- 
ratively (as I ſhall ſhew in the ſequel). of 
madern invention, therefore can have no 
more effect upon the divine ordinance itlelf, 
as between Gon and the parties, than 
the other human inventions of ſervices 
for the burial of the dead, and the admi- 
niſtration of the ſacraments, can have upon 
the fate of the dead, or on the validity of the 
ſacraments, to thoſe who receive them: if 
it were otherwiſe, the efficacy of ' God's 
' ordinances no longer depend on His ap- 
_ ointment, but on the will of man. A 

papiſt may be brought to believe that the 

validity of the ſacrament depends on the 
intention of the prieſt; but to believe this, 
is not a greater error, than to believe that 
any ordinance of Gop whatſoever depends 
on any thing elſe, as to its validity and 
efficacy, but the mind and will of Gop as 
revealed in His word :—If he has faid 
3 they 
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they ſpall be one fleſh—it is not for man to 
ſay tbey ſhall not. —if He has thus joined 
them e it is not for man to pa bn 
_ N 

No, to f what: has bean ſaid to 
chad ſubject of this chapter, it will be ne- 
ceſſary for us to keep the ideas of mar- 
riage, as it is a divine ordmance- with re- 
ſpect to Gop, and as it is a civil contract 

with reſpect to the public, diſtinct in our 
minds. It is the fit only which conſti- 
tutes the indiſſoluble union in Gop's ſight, 
but it is the ſecond which recognizes and 
ratifies that union in the ſight of the 
world; and this is a ſort of ſecurity which 
(as ſo much depends upon it with -refj 
to foctety) the world has a right to require, 
conſequently to exact, and thoſe who 
wilfully refuſe to give it, deſerve to loſe 
every privilege and benefit which are 
annexed to it. Were the conſciences of 
men what they ought to be, the fear and 
love of Gop would reign within them, 
and a ſtrict obſervance of His command- 
ments be the meaſure and rule of all 
their dealings towards Gop and each 
other. But in this corrupt ſtate of things 


this is not the caſe, therefore human laws 


are neceſſary to enforce the divine law, in 
no inſtance, perhaps, more neceſſary than 
in the caſe before us. If no contract of a 
public nature was inſiſted upon, but all 
left to the private agreements and deter- 
minations 


E 
minations between the parties, men migmi 
take women, and women men, and keep 
or put one another away as humour or 
fancy ſuited ;— the woman who was the 
wife of A. to day, might become the wife 
of B. to-morrow; in ſhort, it is impoſſible 
to conceive, much more ſo | to-expreſs;/the 
confuſion which muſt enſue on ſuch a 
plan. Therefore, when human laws are 
made to exact a public contract between 
the parties in the face of the world, 
which contract cannot be broken nor diſ- 
ſolvèd but for the one cauſe which Govy's 
word allows, ſuch laws are in affirmance 
of the law of Gop, and therefore are 
righteous laws; and, as ſuch, ought to be 
obeyed; nor have any perſons a right to 
that reſpect, and to thoſe privileges which 
are due to married perſons, who deſpiſe 
ſuch an ordinance * of man as creates a civil 


oa 


The words of St. Peter are ran «vJporiyn Alices 
the word liete is here applied to magiſtrates (as ap 
pears from the context) whoſe offices are created 
men. So the Romans ſay - creare conſulem to create 
a, conſul ; creare regem to create a ing: but 
though the offices of particular magiſtrates are of hu- 
man creation, and are different in various countries, 
get there is no power but of God, the powers that are, 
dre ordained of Gon. Rom. xiii. 1. Therefore St. 
Peter commands obedience to magiſtrates . for the 
Loxp's /ake. Alſo the particular mode or form of 
government may be av8poriuns xliozog—of humay crea- 
tion, yet government itſelf is of divine authority. See 

Gen. iv. 7. See on the me xlio1s, Leigh, Crit. Sa- 
22255 F 4 We. - 
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tion of the 47 


is to our preſent” purpoſe to enter upon, 


LN] 

num inthe ſight of the world, by way 
ol retognition of that private contract 
Which they have entered into between 
themſelves in the ſight of Gop. | Thoſe 
whe wilfully live together, as man and 
469 without this, are deſervedly reckoned 
inſameus, and as deſervedly cut off from 

the benefits of marriage, fo far as civil for 
iyi concerned: therefore to diſcourage, 
and even to pumiſb, ſuch a conduct, is cer- 
Nini within the authority of all c. ge- 
emen, nor would any government be 
zuſtiſied in not doing it, for Without this, 
Men and women would be living like the 
haaſts S the field. No fault is therefore 
£9: be-found with our laws for enforcing 
che public recognition ef Gop's ordinance, 


Hut for not enforcirig it in 4% cafes, and 
_ for. making it aul and void in any. In- 


3 TI 7G C34 F2400-0 n 
gra, and Mr. Parthurſt's excellent and ingenious Gr. 
mr. Lex. to NE Teſt. 15 5 
Fet, foraſmuch as for the neceſſities of govern- 
ment, the magiſtrates muſt make or create laws and 
civil inftitutions, I cannot ſee why every human 
Jaw may not be ſtyled dvbporirn Hi,, and this place 
of St.” Peter be underitood as including den 
Aer 
Ae Sherlock, in his Diſcourſes, vol. iv. Diſc. Al. 
P. 368. &c. firſt edit. gives a very different fignifica- 
| Roles ede and finds fault with the 
rendering it—ordinance of man. However, on the 


itlelf, and the ordinances created by that magiſtrac 


moſt mature conſideration, we cannot but pronounce, 
that the zovelty of the Biſbop's interpretation, far 


exceeds its /olidity ; and that for more reaſons than it 


I» ſctead 
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ſtead of ſhutting up the ecclpaſtical court 
againſt: the comp laiare of deſcrned-Farmales, 
or preventing their enforcement ef nhl r. 
dreſs. which Gop's law commande, every 

court in Weſtminſter Hall, and ery . 
giſtratè s houſe in the kingdom, meuld be 
open to them, and on pain of death, or ut 
leaſt of perpetual impłiſonment till com- 
pliance, every man who” had 2 
woman, whether with or without à pro- 
miſe- of marriage, ſhould be obliged" to 
2 her publicly. Under what Lie or 
| N is is done, is of very litile eon- 


ſo that it be effectual for the 

oriety of the contract, and the preven- 

pres vröf ef gnsslelt divorce. That Which 
makes the e before Govis the 
ſame every here, that which recognizes 
it in the: ſight of men; is, and may be dif- 
ferent, but all tending to one point, that 
of affording to the ſtate, as well as to the 

- parties themſelves, ſuch a ſecurity for their 
cohabitation, as is neceſſary for the peace, 
good order, and welfare of the whole. 
Something like what 2, Curtius reports 
Alexander to have faid when he cut the 
famous Gordian knot, I would fay on the 
tying the nuptial knot, as far as public ce- 
remony is concerned it be done, no mat. 
ter how. The interference of priefts, and 
che ſervice which is red over the married 
couple, are purely of human invention, 
no ſuch thing appears in the ſeripture, 
1 
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and therefore, though both ſubject | to 
dee, yet neither being of di- 
r gan. have any effect on 
which : 1 ſo as to add to it, or dimi- 

+ from it in the fight of Gop. As 1 
ſhall. have ſomething very particular to 
obſerve on this ſubject. under the head of 


 fuper/lition, I hall lay no more upon it in 


this. place, than that all attempts to al- 
ten change, or male void a divine. inflitu- 
tion, as to its force, power, and efficacy, 
with reſpect to zt/ef, before Gos, are ſo 
far from being binding on the conſeiences 
of; men, that the y ought to be abhorred. 
The only matter in which the 26 Geo. II. 
c., 383. ſeems to be deficient, is, that it 
does not more plainly expreſs its meaning 
and tendency- and after the words! ſuch 
marriage "ſhall. be null and uoid to all 
10 intents and purpoſes whatſoever,” i - 
does, not add—** any thing in the ſerip- 
ture to the contrary notwithſtanding- 
— it all. but ſays this in the clauſe about 
precontratts, and it muſt quite mean this, for 
the act to have its full force and effect. 
Still the divine /aw is one and the ſame, 7: 
ſtill therefore ought it to commend 1tſelf 
to every man s conſcience in the fight of Gov. 
2 Cor. iv. 2. and this upon its own autho- 
rity. —If, therefore, human laws have put 
marriage, as to itſelf, on a different foot- 


ing than it ſtands upon in Gop's word; 


if impediments to marriage have been 
92 raiſed 


78 J 
raiſed up by human contrivance, hien are f 
not * to be found in that word; in theſe, 


and the like inſtances, | human legi 
exceeds its authority, 0 nn, 
When a man having one wife hes an- 
ther to her, the ecclefiaſtical' courts pro—ʒ 
nounce ſuch ſecond marriage null and voi 
—our ' courts. of criminal juditature pro- 
nounce him a felon—but if Gop's Word 
be the criterin of right and wrong, our 
laws have no more authority to fay chat 
a man ſhall not have ? wwo wives, than the 
popiſb laws have to ſay that a prigi ſhall 
=, have one, neither have our ectle efraftical Is 
courts any more authority to divorce ſuch. 
ſecond woman from the man who has mar- 
ried her, than the Phariſees had to put 
whe 4 wife for every cauſe; for no ſuch. 
cauſe of Zvorce is to be found in Gop's 
word. Such a thing would never have 
been thought of, had the Bible maintained 
its due weight in the church then had 
not men dared to have made matters of 
divine inſtitution ſubject to their capri 
changeable with their fancies, as if the 
hxed and unalterable will of Gop was as 


* The cone of Trent the a decree, Ry 0 if 
s any ſhall ſay, that the church hath not power to 
add impediments which are not in Gop's word, and 
3 diſpenſe with thoſe that are—let Bim be AC- ; 
©. CURSED.” I believe it may readily be granted, 
that both church and 25. have equal authority in the 

matter. See Br ent, *Counc, I p- 784. 


variable 


. 1 

ks their own. To ſet this matter 
in its true light, Jet us reflect a little on 
the abanges which have been made, touch- 
ing “ Gop's inſtitutions in this country 
31 Hen, VII. 0, 14. makes a pri that 
marics,” as alſo bir wife, felons; and ſo 
chen to affirm that a-prit might marry 
the la of Gov, with death and for- 
ture of eftate.—; and 6 of Ed. VI. c. 12. 
repeals all this; and declares iti “ as law- 
05 e mene 2 xy arc 
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vm. With Catherine i Arrogon, his 4 4 
widow, which was had and ſolemnized “ by the 
<.eounſet und advite of the moſt — and 3 | 
% men, of realms, and the deliberate 

— deen eee and — of the beſt and 
Wy Soha men in Jearning, in thoſe days, in 

&* Chriftehdom.”” (See preamble to ftat. r. Mary, 
Cc 4. Nc. 2.) This very marriage, after twent = 
cohabitation, and hs had, was Hog VII 
and declared by act o f parli. ament (25 H. VI 6. 22. = 
e be ag ft the laws of A Almi ty God, and there- 
«© fore. utterly void and of no Qt. This was in 

153% Twenty years afterwards, in 1553, the ſaid 
marriage was definitively, clearly, and abſolute] 
declared, deemed; and adjudged to be, and Rand 
uirh God's law, and His mo/t holy word, and to be 
accepted, reputed, and taken of good effect and 
4 validity, to all: intents and purpoſes.” Theſe con- 
trarĩeties and contradictions were the product of that 
worldly toi ſdom, which is always found to accommo- 
date itſelf to the times; and, wherever power or in- 
tereſt ſeem to direct its operations, is the moſt flex- 


ible of all principles.—It is a perfect Grathy, and may 
7 | 


FS Quicquid 
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cc 72 5 to Marx. = See Art. 915 of Eng, 3a . 
two , prop: W $ WEE, 
two > aboye-incationed kings, by at and wi 


the advice of their ſeveral. p. ts, 
and this all within the > of thirt en. 


years. Then came Queen M. in 1 : 
and prieſts. could not 1 n F 5 5 the 

might lawfully. marry,, See ce 
007 9 Articles of Religion. 


embargo was once more taken Off. 
Elizabeth” s acceſſion, an d then 
80 18 regard to tho ſacrament of the 


ny dicunt laudo—id rurſum 6 neg; nts la udp g 


| We — mihi, 
Omnia aſſentari. is . 4 0 We mult * | 


rimus. + : TY Eun. Act. it _ . 


. 2 er the ſay J praiſe it; if 5 
«they oy pralle that 9 in 

be Ben ? I tao deny :—Afirm? I too. 

CO Aﬀirm ;—and, in à word, I've brayght Nan, 
„ Tal , unſay, ſwear and forſwear, at pleaſure 
r And t at is now the beſt of all profeffions.® . 
D Conan. 5 

Hake PART better than all this do we zepreſentithe. 
divine law, when we ſuppoſe it 5 
times, and to change with the s of men? 
Thus Cardinal Cuſanus faid judicia 320 che councit | 
of Trent, that © the underſtanding of the foriptars 
„ muſt be fitted to the time, and <axpavunded arcarkls. 
<< ing to che current rites; and that it. 2 
oy marvelled at, if the church in ons time n 0 
„ jn one faſhion, at anothet in another... Brem 
Council. Trid. 150. 
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Lend 8 upper to deny the doctrine of 


franſu 1 was hereſy ; for which 
the = 


der was to be bo wet to death, 
and forfeit as in caſes of high 


« treaſon.” This was /aw and found . 


vinity in 1539, 31 Hen. VIII. c. 14; but 


in the year 1547, 1 Ed. VI. all was repealed 


and ſet afide. In 1553 Queen Mary came 


to the crown, and all revived again; hun- 


greds were burnt alive but in 1562, 
Elia. this monſtrous doctrine (with the 
aws which taught and ſupported it} was 


aboliſhed, and declared to be un provea- 


2 able by holy writ—repugnant to the 
« plain words of {cripture—to overthrow 
the nature of a fatrament—and to have 
given occaſion to many ſuperſtitions.” 
See Art. 28. the Cb. of Eng. Amidſt 
theſe ſtrange, confuſed contradictory ſyſ- 
tems. of religious opinion, what part ——þ 
we ſuppoſe to have been taken by the great 
and unchangeable JeHovan? ſhall we 
imagine Him ſuch an one as ourſelves ? 
that he was of one mind in the reign of 
Hen. 'VIII.—of another in the ' reign of 
Ed. VI.—that he changed again at the ac- 


cęſſion of Ryeen Mary, and veered about 


again in the reign of Queen Elizabeth ?— 
Abſurd as ſuch queſtions may appear, they 
are not more ſo than to imagine His mind 
and will can change on one ſubje& more 
than on another. To affirm, therefore, 
Sat-His will can change touching the in- 


ſtitu tion 


ASH) | 
ſtitution of marriage, either with reſpett 
to the thing #/eſf—the impediments” againſt 
it—or cauſe of divorcement from it; tllat 
theſe were one thing in the days 222 
another in the days of fred? CnC 
and as many others as the fancies" of men 

choſe to make them, in the ſeveral periods 
of the cbriſtian cburch, juſt as bales 1/3 "or 
Proteſtants happened to de uppermoſt „and 
to get the Agiſlative 1 into "their 
hands; and eff Fecalty Bn ce the invention 
of marriage ceremonier to be performed by 
priefis—muſt involve the'afirmant in dif- 
ficulties from which he can never extricate 
himſelf, but by totally renouncing fo _ 
ſcriptural, ſo Gnlclels! an” Lypothefis, a 
allowing that marriage, as in God's" "gh, 
in all the reſpects above mentioned," ſtands 
on the ſame foundation as ever he word of 
Gop. Dryden ſays ſome where Gop ne- 
ver meant His works for man to mend.“ 
: This 1s doubtleſs as true of Hi law as it 
is of his other works; concerning "this 
we may alfo ſay He ſpake, and it was dont, 
He commanded, and it ftood: fat. The re- 
jection and contempt of th law, are the 
cauſes of numberleſs evils, which it was. 
revealed and eſtabliſhed to prevent in that 
moſt important buſineſs the commerce of the 
ſexes. Adultery, or the defilement of a 
betrothed' or married woman, is, by Gop's 
law, a capital offence, to be puniſhed with 
the n of both the parties; but being no 

14:12 crime 


1 
crime. a all in che of aur penal Ste- 

kutes, it "Ries ny it were at noon- 
dax, fearleſs and careleſs, and ſeems: now | 
to be a faſhionable method of a uu get- 
mary her gull. that ſhe may 


\ Men being de no obligation by our 
n's law, to. marry. virgins 
8 oe Bs; if married men, being 
er a legal difability fo to do turn theſe 
_ deluded and helpleſs . out upon the 
wide world, either to ſtarve, ox to ſupport a 
dan rs 3 . —— * 
W poſitiv fa 85 Un an, de A 
ſituation what þ may, ſhall protect the 
virginkeſeduces—that never foul Put her 
away alt bis days. So that (as in the caſe of 
adubery) we do not puniſh, as a 4154s ic offence, 
what Gop caudemn— and we do puniſh, in 
other caſes, what Gov commands; 10 if the 
NET man who feduced a virgin, &c. was 
ry her, he would (but for the be- 
— 2 * clergy} be hanged, for his 
pains. We may laugh at the abſurdities 
of Pepery, : and condemn thoſe tenets of the 
church of Rome which gave birth to the 
1 Hen. VIII. c. 14. wherein a rig. 
king with a wife is than 
| keeping 2 concubine, the firſt bein g made 
felony in the „iu inſtance, the other not 
till a ſecond; we may reproach ſuch mon- 
ſtrous opinions with every term * 
G 


3 ; 
can expreſs abhorrence and. deteſtation:; 
but are our laws leſs abſurd; lefs contra 
dictory to every. principle of the dine 
law ?—We. make laws to hang a man for 
having two wives: of his ozwn—let, him 


1 


* 


only debauch an hundred wives-of pther 
people, and he's ſafe from all Timm 
profecution ! We alſo determine that if a 


Tho remedy by civil ation is-ctitainly; opens 
but attended with great tapence, treable, aud Joſs of 
time; and however ſuch damages may be given 
may in ſome meaſure ſatisſy the. plein, on the 
accounts, and be ſome puniſhment to the adulzerer. 
dies tan reftore the hund loſt, peace of mind, 
both with. reſpect, do his ſeduced; debavehed, aul 
ruined wife, and to any children the may: have 
brought him, which] no he is to. maintain” and pro- 
vide for as his own, under the dreadful apprebenſion 
that they are the baſtards of other people? Stihl 
even this, poor. remedy! is out of the reach of numbers, 
who cannot affaxd-to-go 0Jaw. . As to divorce, this 
is ſo far from any puniſimem an the womanz 88. mat- 
ters are now managed, that it is the very thing ſhe 
deſires; for by this the can marry a man whom ſhe 
likes better than her huſband. It is indeed. fo far be- 
neficial to the injured huſpand, that it rejeaſes him 
from the gdultereſi, and fo far. may be looked upen 

as ſome remedy for his misfortune; but When the 
great expence of coming at it is conkdered, the ſteps: 
which muſt be taken before it comes into parliament, 
and the coſt afterwards, it is out of the reach of the 
common ſort of men. The phyfcian who was. to pre- 
ſeribe a paar of a hundred pqunds value, to bt Aiſ- 
ſolyed in ſome liquor which coſt alſa a_ hundred 
Ppounde, and taken ſon the cure of a diſeaſe which 2 
mor man is affizcted yeith, would adapt his medicine 
2 out as well to the circumſtances, ef His patient, 

Teo. 1, . G a 
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man hath fue wipes, he is a capital of- 
fender; but let him debauch and ruin an 
hundred virgins, or keep a dozen concu- 
bines—he ſhall be free! © 
I will not fay—* Riſum teneatts ?” — 
but rather“ Quis talia fande, Temperet a 
lachrymis? ———" W | 
2333 „„ eden 


as our d:vorces are for the relief and releaſe of injured 
Huſbands. However, it is not the king's s ſort fait 
"comme il eft defirt,” which makes the divorte valid 
in the fight of Gop, though it certainly is the diſſo- 
Iution of the civil contra# ;—by the law of Gon the 
divorce was ipfo facto in the power of the huſband 
the moment the act of adultery came to his know- 
Jedge, and if he put away his wife, and married ano- 
ther (even upon the principles of monogamy) he did not 
fin; to ſay otherwiſe, would be to contradict the 
ſcripture, and to deprive a man of a poſitive right, 
which Gop and nature have inveſted him with. 1 
would wiſh to apply this to the caſe of every poor 
man among us, who though not ſo poor as to be 

able to ſwear he is not worth ot _ yet poor 
enough to have a divorce, in the uſual way, out of 
His reach. — Why is ſuch a one to be forced to live 
with an adultereſs ? to maintain, by the ſweat of 
his brow, the children of other people? to ſuffer 
all the miſeries and inconveniences which a profli- 
gate wife may bring upon him? The reaſon once 
might be, becauſe the church of Rome denied adul- 
tery to be a cauſe of divorce à vinculo matrimonit, 
without the Popr's diſpenſation, and a poor man 
could not pay for it. A 

The reaſon now is, becauſe we are treading in 
much the ſame ſteps, and deny adultery to be a 
cauſe of divorce @ vinculo matrimonii, without an 
aa of parliament, the expence of which only the 
5 „ : 45 8 This 


. 
Theſe things, and others which might be 
obſerved on theſe ſubjects, may ſerve to 
ſhew how far ſuperſtition hath ſupplanted 
the religion of the Bible, and the tradi- 
tions of men the commandments of Gop. 
What makes matters even ſtill n . 
e that 


This is not among the oppreſſions which Solomon 
ſaw under the ſun, for it never exiſted, till chriſtian 
_ churchmen took upon themſelves to trample under 
foot thoſe rights of mankind, which the laws of 
Heaven had inveſted them with, and to direct and 
govern the opinions and conſciences of men as might 
beſt ſerve the ſordid views and intereſts of that #:ngdom 
of this world, which they firſt ſet up, and then called 
it THE..CHURCH, W 

*Tis true, the whole fabric was ſhaken to its very 
foundations, by the zeal and activity of the Protel. 
tant reformers, ſo as to be demoliſhed within this 
kingdom; but the rubbiſb is not all yet cleared away; 
and, among other things, that of declaring adultery 
no cauſe of divorce a vinculo matrimonii, contrary to 
Jer. iii. 8, with Matt. v. 32. | 
I do not mean that any man ſhould be able to 
divorce his wife, without ſome public act of no- 
toriety ; for this would ſubject women to divorces 
on ſtories invented, or ſuſpicions entertained, which 
may be groundleſs, and only to ſerve fome {nifter 
purpoſe—but that, where adultery is abſolutely prove 
ed, there, as the contract is zp/o Jace difiolved, ſuch 
diſſolution ſhould be allowed in ſuch a manner as to 
lie within the reach of every man. One thing may 
be obſerved—that if adultery be not a cauſe of di- 
vorce @ vinculo matrimonii, on the authority of the 
ſcripture, no Pope's diſpenſation, or ACT of PARLIA- 
MENT, can make it ſo; but if it be a cauſe of 
ſuch divorce, all men are equally intitled to the 


benefit of it. | 
. : G 2 The 
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chat the authority of Cur16T 4s pleaded 


for much of this. He who came to fulfil 
the lam, is repreſented as an innovaror, 


and deftroger of it. His apoftles are called 
in as His coadietors :—though; when we 
hear them ſpeak for themſelves, they ut- 
MF diſavow the charge—<* I came not to 
* deſtroy the law,” ſaith CHRIST — and 
faith St. Paul, in his own name, and in 
thoſe of his fellow-Iabourers —Do we dew 


Arc the law through faiths ? Gop forbid !— 


The reafon which the canonyts give for altltery's 8 
not being a cauſe of Tee 4 vincals, K is very 
curious, bix. b offence 1 0 e 
© lawful marr: bog is ure m the © 
if no marriage tere can be no phe ſo that 
to make that w ich comes into the very effence of the 
erime, an exemption from the puniſhment of it; Was 
no better than a bad excuſe for retainins the 
770 lucre of diſpenſation in the bands of the 

obe. 

The paſſage Jer. iii. $. above referred to; ſets the 


matter in a very different lie ON Gop lays; that for 


the adultery of Hackflidin ng rar (meaning the ten 
tribes ) He! not only SA ad put her away, but He 


had given her a bill of FH divoree,. exciſion, or cut: 
ting off. Comp, If, 1. 1. All this 8 be bi fr th to 
be underſtood in a Agurative ſenſe, but th 


* 4 is a caufe of ertiſpn vor exiting off a vg. 
cl 0, . 

On the whole of ſcriptute, taken together, on the 
ſubject, it ſeems that the law inflieteg death on 
adultery, and if the injured huſband proſecuted, ws 
fentencs muft be inflicted by the e or 15 he 
did not chuſe to make his wife a public example, he 


might in a more private manner put her dio, and 


* ber a bill of exciſion, Comp. Mate, i i. fg. | 
9 5 YT 48 
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Tea we eftabliſh the law. Was ſuch the 
language of all our mmnnicipal laws, it 
would be happy for the world, as the tor- 
rent of {uft, prefligacy, and cruelty, could 
no longer ravage far and wide, and ſpread 
its deſolation over thouſands and tens of 
thouſands of deluded and forfaken Jemales, 
and, by their means, over the young and 
thoughtleſs of the other ſex. Then might 
we hope that the pure truth of Gop might 
find its way back to the now dark regions 
of Ala, which, till then, is, humanly 
ſpeaking, impoſſible; and the followers 
of Mahemet would no longer have it in 
their power (like Cerinthus) to charge the 
Gon of the Chri#rans with oppoſing the 
<© Gor of the Jews. — Even“ cs 
hogs "+. nn 


* Monteſquieu is for giving phyſical reaſons for 
permitting polygamy, or prohibiting. it, in different 
countries, according to the heat or cold of the cli- 
mate. Thus, ſays he, © the law which permits 
only one wife, is phyſically conformable to the 
< climate of Europe, and not to that of Aa. This 
js the reaſon why Mabometaniſin was ſo eafily eſta- 
_ ©© bliſhed in Aſa, and with ſuch difficulty extended 

in Europe; why Chri/tianity is maintained in Eu- 
e rope, and has been deſtroyed in Ia; and, in fine, 
de why the Mahometans have made ſuch progreſs in 
* China, and the Ghri/ftians fo little.” He well adds 
-—=* Human reaſons, however, are ſubordinate to 
that Supreme Cauſe, who does whatever He pleaſes, 
«and renders every thing ſubſervient to Hig will.” 
Sp. of Laws, vol. i. 372: Octavo, Eng: book xvi. 
CG av Again the ſays—book Xix, c. 18. It is al- 


— Cx CE ER 2 


. 
— a 


—— YEW 
*.. 


r 


— 2 . IPD a 
G 83 0 —_ * 


— 2 —- 2 


= 2 6” * _ = 
4 — 22 — — * Es 


— 
Cape >: IS: 


— 
— 


— — a — OY yoy 4 


' v1 
=" -& we 
2 


A” 


8 
0 
»F 
4 
} 
* 

4. 
| * 
. 
2 


_— = l — — > mm. - fon... . . — 
1 = _ ol \ = —_—_ mein — = =_ \ =_ Pe :& _-. ba r 2 — . 1 
l — ę — 7 crane h — eros me Ec — — — — — — 1 
3 k K — 6 SY = by =» LE x 
2 2 194, — 


* 
- = —— — Oo — 


_ I 222 3 * % 
— 4 _—— —— —— 252 * —— 
* 


$ 
- 4 
f 
. 
5 
I 
. 
1 
if 
# 


K w A 


7 r 


1 86 1 | 


ſelf might liſten to the truth, when una- 
Rated with human inventions, unſo- 
phiſticated with pious her. Whereas they 
may now ſay to us, as CHRIST ſaid to the 
Phariſees —Ye have made the commandment of 
_ Gop void by your traditions. Matt. xv. 6. 


Ye teach for doctrines the commandments * 
men. Mark vii. 
I do not mean by this, that any mz on- : 


ary would be juſtified in allowing the 


laws of the /eragho, or of the haram, as 
agreeable . to the law 'of Gop. - Buying 
women as /laves, and ſhutting them up as 
priſoners, forcing them againſt their incli- 
e and detaining them againſt their 
conſent, under bolts and bars the muti- 
lating men, and making them emunuchs, 


that they may be guards and centinels over 


theſe unhappy women, is all monſtrouſly 


inhuman, wicked, and abominable, and 


fo ought to be repreſented. It is ſo far 


from having a ſingle ingredient in it of 


the true idea of the holy ordinance of 
mage, that it is no other Wa a moſt 


1 moſt impoſſible for Chriſtianity ever to be eſtabliſh- 
ed in China,” for which he mentions ſeveral rea- 
ſons, and, among the reſt—“ the marriage only of 
% one wite. PE As for the Indians, travellers in- 
«6 form us, that the chief reaſon why ſeveral of their 
« princes have refuſed to embrace the Chriſtian reli- 
74 gion, hath been, becauſe, amongſt other condi- 
tions, it was required of them to admit no more 


$ than one woman to their bed. ” Puffend, b. vi. 
. ths 16. 


. if horrid 


1 7 1 
ä 1 ſcheme of rape and: debauchery, and 
theſe multiplied according to the number 
of thoſe wretched ſemales who. become 
the hapleſs victims of the pride, luſt, and 
tins of their oppreſſors. Was the truth 
of Gop received, did real affection unite 
the parties, the priſon-doors would be 
thrown open, the unhappy guards diſ- 
miſſed, and numbers bleſs the day, when 
choice eſtabliſhed. the union, when faith- 
fulneſs was ſecured by affection, and all 
ſeduction and dereliction prevented by the 
guardianſhip of the divine law. On the 
other hand, were a miſionary to go into 
thoſe countries where polygamy | is allowed, 
and open his commiſſion with declaring, 
that though polygamy was allowed under 
«hs Jaw, yet CHRIS TH forbad it under the 
0 gebe he would gowith a lye in his right 
hand. Iſ. xliv. 20. He would have nothing 
to do but to take the plan of the mar- 
riage-a# in his left, and tell the people, 
that ** unleſs . were publiſhed in the 
* moſque, or ten * zinger lees were given 
ce to the Mufti, or ſome leſſer ſum to the 
e chief Imams for a licence, and unleſs the 
«« ceremony be performed in ſuch a parti- 
* cular place, the marriage is void to all 
C intents and purpoſes whatſoever, the po- 
FE; ſitive inſtitution of God to * r 
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<< notwithſtanding.” This would make the 


He. complete, and probably procure the 
mind, what he would richly deferve, 


Since I fniſhed the manuſcript of theſe papers, 
T haye met with a book, which made a great noiſe in 
Europe at the latter end of the laſt century; its title is 
—Polygamia Triumphatrix, in which is the followi 
remarkable paſſage: Faceo quod multi Gentiles, & 
Turcæ, apud quos polygamia viget, ad Chriftianam 
e fidem fint Leecher ſi polygamia apud nos non eſſet 
* prohibita. Sicuti — uti vir diffuſiſſimæ erudi- 
<< tionis Gifbertus Voetius teſtatur, quod totum regnum 
«© Conchinum una cum rege ad Chriſtianam fidem fuiſſet 
<< converſum, niſi Jeſuitæ in ſuis coneionibus jam- 
dum converſos a polygamia dehortati fuiſfent, & 
of regi ipſt perſuadere voluiſſent quod ipſe qmnes 
© uxares excepta unica, ſi Chriſtianus fieri vellet, 
< {int deſerendæ. Quæ res adeo movit ipſum regem, 
© ut omnes illos apoſtolos, uti audire volunt, cum 


. apoftalica, ſeu potius chimerica doctrina ejecerit. De 


£©. quo damno eccleſiæ illi hoſtes, non tantum poly- 


* quando in extremo judicio.“ BR 

mention not that many Gentiles and Turks, 
„among whgn polygamy is much uſed, might come 
© over to the - Chri/tian faith, if polygamy were not 
* prohibited among us. Giſbert Vvettus, a man of 
5 moſt extenſive erudition, teſtifies, that the whole 
kingdom of Fonquin, together with its ling, might 
* have been converted to the 7 faith, unleſs 
& the Jeſuits had in their difcourſes diffuaded thoſe 
irh had been already converted, from pohgamy; 
„ and even chofen to perſuade the ting bimſelh, that 
ehe muſt put away all his wives except one, if he 
„ wauld become a Chriftian > which ſo provoked the 
King, that he caft out all thofe aps/Mes (as they 
«© would be called) together with their apo/tolical, or ' 


_ © rather chimexical, doctrine. For whichoſs to the 


church, thoſe enemies, not only of polygamy, but 


c even of matrimony, will anſwer at the great day.” 


Lord 
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an hearty b for his pains. That any 
rational 4 an can be brought to Helene 
ſuch abfurdities in any: part of the globe, 
is one ſad proof of the alcendancy which 
ſuperſtition 3 over the minde of men. 
and of the ſmall pains which in general 
are taken by them to 2 themſelyes ãa 
matters of the higheſt conſequence z, of 
which I thall next proceed to treat, ia the 

following. chapter. 
I will only abſerve here. however range 


d ims, Hi of Man, "yok, i. p. $97. ob- 
6 55 Ne among A moſt zealous A. the 
kingdom of Congo, polygamy is in uſe. as formerly, 
when Dy "I 2 2 ſogner than give 
it up, they w renaynce Chriſtianit y. 

Hellar mine, De Matrim. 6. 12 pioufly ſaitk — 
«© Ob ſolam polygamiam infideles a baptiſme & teto 
4 5 arcendi.· * That infidels who uſe 

polygamy, are for. that ſole cauſe to be driven. from 
6c <> tifn, = from the whole af Obri iftiant — 
Query-If this be not to Jtraing out 4 gat, and 2 
low a camel ®\ 

in e. 10. af the fie: book, dhe ewe Bolarmine 
ſaith . Polygamia non repugnat juri nature, quod 
, eft diyinum, quod unus vir ex pluribus G 
<< ljberos poſſit ſuſcipere & alere. —** Polygamy 
<< not repugnant to the /aw. of nature, 8 is Fry | 
wine, that one may m 7 beget and bring up chil- 
| <<. dren by mere cops an one. 

Contradiction muſt ever be found, where people 
err from the one ar ent truth of ( Gop.—Hence it is 
no wonder, that, notwithſtanding all the: bitterneſs 
| _ 228 | ploy 88. miſogamiſt'Ferome, againſt even mar- 

f, in his Writings againſt honeſt Fowinian, 
ban he ſhould fay, when writing to Pammachiu;—Non 
damno Neem do not eondemn polygamyts.” 


it 
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it may ſeern, that our notions relative to 
the commerce of the ſexes, are by far more 


friendly to * polygyny, than the Turkiſh ſyſ- 


tem of polygamy is. A Turk may take one 
or more wives; but then they are kept in 


his Haram as his inviolable property—no_ 
eye of a ſtranger can ever behold them, 
and they are maintained and provided for, 


as liberally as the man's circumſtances will 


permit. Whereas, among us, a man may 
take as many women as he can ſeduce, and 
abandon them whenever he pleaſes ; they 
can claim no property in bim, nor he in 
them; he turns them upon the cammon, 
either to ſtarve with hunger, or rot by 


Proſtitution .—That this is againſt the law 


of, Gop, is very clear; but there is no- 
thing in our law which can either prevent 


or remedy it. Had we, at the-Reforma- 


tion, adopted the law from Mount Sinai, 


| inſtead of that from the council of Trent, 


relative to marriage, ſuch things could not 
exiſt. | 

With regard to the Ae predstien which 
are made on married women, how may the 
Mabomedans ſhame us! So ſacred are wo- 
men in India, that, even in the midſt of 


9 By aww ( from Thar, many, and. urn, 20. 


man) i is meant—the having more women than one, 

without marriage or other obligation towards them. 
By polygamy (from Toaus, many, and yams, mar- 

riage) is e Win more toives than one. : 


flay ghter 
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laughter and devaſtation, the common fol- 
dier leaves them unmoleſted; the Baràm 
is a ſanctuary againſt all the licentiouſneſs 
of victory; and ruffians, covered with the 
blood of an huſband, ſhrink back, with 
'veneration, from the ſecret apartment of 
his wives. But this is not confined to In- 
dia. At Conſtantinople, when the Sultan 
ſends an order to ſtrangle a ſtate criminal, 
and to ſeize on his effects, the ruffians who 
execute it enter not into the * Haram, nor 
touch any thing belonging to the women. 
See Alexander, Hiſt. of Wom. p. 191. 
In ſhort, we may boaſt of our monogamy, 
and condemn polygamy—but there is not a 
nation under heaven, where pohygyny is 
more openly practiſed, than in this Chri/- 
tian country; for though a man can marry 
but one at a time, he may have as great a 
variety of women as he pleaſes, without 
ever marrying at all. This is ſo inveterated 
by cuſtom, that thoſe laws of Heaven which 


It was a bitter ſarcaſm on the Chriſtians, which 
was uttered by Mehemet Effendi, the laſt Turkiſh am- 
baſſador in France We Turks” (ſays he) are great 
„ fimpletons, in compariſon of the Chriſtians. We 
<< are at the expence and trouble of keeping a ſera- 
<< gli, each in his own houſe; but you eaſe your- 
« ſelves of this burden, and have your ſeraglio in 
your friends“ houſes.” —See Hume's Efſays, 3d 
edit. vol. i. p. 252. How far we have been imitating + 
the manners and cuſtoms of the French, ſo as to make 
- ourfelyes objects of the above reflection, I leave to 
others to determine. . | 


were 


E 


were made to prevent it, ſeem to be telly 
forgotten. 
will conclude this chapter with a ſum- 
mary of i its contents, which are all reduci- 
ble to one general rule. Gop's ordinances, 
being of His un appointment, are ſolely 
unde Hit own authority ; ſo that men can- 
or alter them, either with re- 
& to: e as to the matter of them, 
or . to their operation, Force, and effect. 
Marriage \ is, an ordinance of Gon, of His 
Sala appointment, both with reſpect to the 
ige, and its operation, force, and 
| _ +. With, reſpect to us therefore, as to 
= heſe, is ſolely under Gop's authority, and 
cannot be. changed or altered by human 
laws. As the ſubſtance of the * and 
ume in the Loxp's ſapper, remained the 
fame after conſecration as before it, not: 
withſtanding the bloody edict of Henry 
VII. 1 175 mentioned; ſo marriage re- 
mains, as to the matter, force, effect, and 
obhgation of it upon the parties, juſt the 
fame in the ſight of Gop uon, as before 
* Geo. II. c. 33. 

As no human law can change any ardi- 
nance of Gop, ſo neither can it change any 
truth of GOD. -I firmly believe, that the 

articles of the church of England con- 
ain, in point of doctrine, the truth of 
5; but I do not believe this one jot 
more becauſe they are enacted by au- 
820 thority 
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thority of parlament: nor ſhould 1 believe 
it one jot the leſs, if the efforts of their 
Artan and Sociian adverſaries were to ſuc- 
ceed, and the parhament was to declare 
their obligation upon men's conſciences, 
as well as the articles themſelves, and. all 
things contained therein. null and void 
= all intents and eg whatſoever; 1 


There 1b 2 2 Nude which has _ dee 
mehsensd, vis: 31 Hen. VIII. v. 14. Wes 
makes it felony, without benefit of ther, 
aſſert that the communion in Both Boe + 
tecefſary to the laity, or ought to be $4 
miniſtered vr rectibed - but this la cd 
have no effect upon the nature of che or- 
dinance as in Gop's fight. 80 f Jac: C. 11. 
rakes a man @ fehn, and 1 fuſer death, 
for having 49 wives together but ban 
this be proved to affect hich a marriage, 
or to make it null and void or ſinful in 
Gov's ſight ? The only way to prove that 
either of thefe laws are binding on men's 
cenfftehet, is, to prove that they har- 

monize with Gov's truth as revealed in 
the ſcripture, otherwiſe one is juſt as 
much unauthorized as the other. 2 

As to mere Fir catftatttials, which reff pect 
outward order and decency, as as they are no 
part of the ordinances themſelvés, hey 
my be under the een and con: 


troul 


I a I 

trout of man. 80 when our Rubric fays; 
that there ſhall be a table with a fair” 
* white linen cloth upon it” at the ad- 
miniſtration of the ſacrament of the Logv's 
ſupper—and again, with reſpect to baptiſm 
6.04 te without great cauſe and neceſſity, 
{© the people ſhall be warned that they 

« procure; not their children to be hop 
« tized at home in their houſes ] ſee 
no ſort of harm in all this; ; but if the act 
parliament, which confirmed the Rubric, 
had gone on—** And be it enacted, that if 
the ſacrament of the Loxp's ſupper be 
* adminiſtered without ſuch fair white 
« inen cloth upon the table, or baptiſm be 
6 6 adminiſtered in private houſes, unleſs 
* for ſuch great cauſe and neceſſity afore- 
« faid, ſuch ſacraments of the Lok p's p- 

«. per, and baptiſm, ſo adminiſtered, ſhall be. 
cc utterly null and void to the receivers of 
e the ſame, to all intents and purpoſes what- 
1 ſoever — this had been an attack upon 
the ordinances and truths of ſcripturè not 
a lawful and authorized ſatute. Let this 
reaſoning be applied to the queſtion of 
ie, as it is a * civil contract, my ry 

ue 


* The outward contract between the 8 is 
certainly of a civil nature, and ought to belong to 
the civil magiſtrate. In this reſpect, the clergy have 
no more to do with it than they have with fines and 
recoveries, or any other temporal cauſes, The pay- 

| ment 
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| ſuch the object of human Jaws=and- as it is 
a divine inſtitution, and as ſuch not the ob- 
ject of human laws—then it may eaſily be 
determined how far theſe ought to be 


binding on the conſciences of men, where 
marriage 1s concerned. RO 33 


ment of the n or dowry (ſee before, yol. i. p. 26. } 
among the Ferps, which was in nature of a'givil con- 
tract, was tranſacted between the man and the 15 
fel's father ; but had nothing to do with the roy 
3 nor Was. it Ws you of the 7 el e 
web | 
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Of Sirens Try ion, more t/pecidlly velbting 
to the Subjects treated in this Baok. © 


7 o 


1 * 
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FEN wan fell from Gov. by 4jlb- 
WW | bedietice, in friving to make Kim 
ſelf 40/27. than Go had made him, and 
that by a means which Gop had forbid- 
den, he loſt that image of Anowledge and 
wiſdom in which he was originally created. 
(Comp. Gen. i. 26. Col. iii. 10.) The 
only means of any reſtoration to this, muſt 
be by revelation; for as man by tranſgreſ- 
ſion had brought dar ęnęſ into his ſoul, as 
well as guilt, this could never have been 
removed by any powers of the human will 
or underſtanding; He alone who created 
the material ligbt, could diſpel the clouds in 
which the human mind was involved, and 
cauſe once more the light of the knowledge 
of the glory of Gop to ſhine into the deſo- 
late and benighted heart of man. Nothing 

could haye * diſcoyered any traces of the 
= divine 


* Gad hath given out to us the whole of His 
6% mind and counſel concerning us in writing, as a 
6 merciful and ſtedfaſt relief againſt all that confu- 
++ ſion, darkneſs, and uncertainty, which the va-⸗ 
r i © nity, 


SS 


fa. 
divine mind and will, but thoſe gracious 
declarations of them, for which fallen 
man ſtands ſolely indebted to the free and 
gratuitous interpoſition of divine mercy 
and goodneſs. For. what. man ᷑noteth ibe 
things of a man, ſave the ſpirit q man which 
zs in him? Even jo the things of GO none 
(Sec) hnoweth—but the Spirit of : God. 
x Cor. ii. 11.—Hho' hath known the mind gf. 
lor? Rom. xi. 24.— My" thoughts are not 
your thoughts, neither are my ways your 
ways, faith the LORD.; for as the heavens 
are higher than' the earth, ſo are my ways 
higher than your ways, and my thoughts than 
your thaughts. Iſ. Iv. 8, 9.—Canft thou by 
ſearching find out Gop; canſt thou find out 
the ALMIGHTY 70 perfection? It is as high 
as heaven, what canſt thou do ?—deeper than 
Hell, what canſt thou know ? Job xi. 7, 8. 
This is giving us fair warning of our 
deplorable ignorunce with reſpect to Gop 
and His 0. and ways. —Still—wvain man 
on,: be wiſe, though man be born like a 


c nity, folly, and looſeneſs of the minds of men, 
drawn out and heightened by the unſpeakable al- 
<< terations which fall out amongſt them, would 
* otherwiſe certainly have run into. Dr. Owen on 
the Scriptures, p. 28. to which we may add—which 
they have tun into by leaving the written word. 
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* bud as colt. Job xi. 12. His imagi- 
nation will ſet to work; and though he be 
aſſured that aff ſcripture is given by inſpi- 
ration , 'GoD, and ix profitable for doftrine 
E therefore is to teach us; — for reproef 
(rpc ep yor)—for reproof or conviction of 

and error and therefore to ſet them 
before us in their true light; — for correc- 
rian—eravoptusy—for ſetting right and a- 
mending that which is wrong; — for infiruc- 
tion —(raideia - inſtitution diſcipline) in 
righteouſneſs ; and all this that the Ra 
Gop may be perfett, thoroughly furniſhed 
unto all good works, and thus be made. 8 
 #nto ſalvation (ſee 2 Tim. iii. 16, 17.) — 
yet, ſuch is the pride, ſuch the folly of 
man, he will not be ſatisfied with what 
Gop hath revealed, but would fain make 
ſome diſcoveries of his own concerning 
Gop and religion, which, rather than part 
ee; he wall « even ener _ criteria — 


eren 


* e is fl more Reo aches. ae compa- 

& ative particle Ide is not In the Hebrew: it is— 
c born A wild afs's tolt—br," as we ſhödld fay in 
&« Engliſh—a mere wild 4 s: NY ” Hervey, Ther. 
nad of] 5th edit. 17794 odtavo. 


ſtandards | 


paſ. vol. ii. p. 237 


[ 99 ] 
ſtandards of truth; will endeavour to re- 
concile his own 7ventrons with God's re- 
velations; and if this be too Hard; the 
next experiment is to accommodate the 
drome revelations to his o, inventions. 
There are no popular ſyſtems of religion 
and wWorſbip, where this is not to be found; 
This was the plan of the Babel-builders of 
old time, and ever fince it has been, as 
they were, ſtattered over the face of the 
whole earth. Gen. xi. 8. The Heathen, 
who had the volume of nature open to them 
for their inſtruction (Rom. i. 19, 20.) Be- 
came vain in their imaginations, and their 
fooliſi heart was darkened—profeſſing them- 
felver to be wiſe, they became fools, and 
changed the truth of Gop into a the, &c. 
ver. 22, 25. The Jeu, with the written 
volume of divine revelation before them, ſet 
their tmaginations to work, trying to find 
out ſome hoher and better way to walk and 
to pleaſe Gop than they found there 
till they were as much loſt to the teach - 
ings of Gop's word, as the Heathen were 
to the teachings. of the outward creation 
till, as Iſaiah Ix. 2. expreſſeth it — dark- 
Wa covered the earth, and groſs darkneſs 
tbe people. —The Chriſtian churches began 


* 


s 1 


in the Old Teſtament, and as opened te us in the 
r 8 H 2 New 


[ x00 ] 
to invent ſchemes of - holineſs and purity 
with reſpect to manners—of mortification 
and auſterity with regard to diſcipline, and 
ti nne roger art ve 
New Teſtament, we may truly call it a moſt noble, 
moſt gracious, and moſt glorious diſplay of heavenly 
wiſdom, an emanation from all the perfections and 
attributes of the DEITY ; ſuited, d:vinely ſuited,, to 
relieve the wants, and to heal the miſery, of fallen 
man—to- ſtamp once more the divine image on the 
human ſoul, and make it meer to partake of the inhe- 
ritance of the ſaints in light. Col. i. 12. ys; 
But if it be conſidered only as it appears when cau- 
ponized with the vain. reaſonings of men of corrupt 
minds—adulterated by human ſophiſtry—perverted to 
ſerve the cauſe of earthly power. and worldly domi- 
nion, or to quadrate with human ſyſtems—darkened 
by folly and ſuperſtition—d#/Fraced by the uncom- 
manded auſterities of viſionaries and enthuſiaſts 
ſcandalized by the monſtrous. vices of its profeſſors 
1 by diſputants into palpable contradictions, 
and made ſubverſive of the divine law—but above all, 
as preſſed into the ſervice of fraud; rapine, injuſtice, 
and cruelty—it then appears, not only unworthy of the 
Dir, but the moſt miſchievous and horrid ſuper- 
fittion that ever infeſted the earth. Little better than 
all this, are the views of it preſented to us by the 
moſt faithful hiſtorians, | in their accounts of the 
church, but more eſpecially after the empire became 
Cbriſtian, when we read of little elſe, in general, than 
the intrigues of churchmen againſt one another, and 
the reſt of mankind, in order to gratify their ambi- 
tion and avarice— and to ſatiate their pride, revenge, 
and cruelty. - That the ſcriptures ſhould be preſerved 
to us entire, when coming through /uch hands, is as 
evident a miracle, as it would have been to have kept 
a ſpark of fire alive in the heart of the ſea. But here 
let me mention, with veneration and honour, the 
comparatively faithful few, who, in the face of dif- 
ficulty, danger, and even death itſelf, maintained their 
al ay Ch JJ 4% 


3 
not ny of the body (Col. li. 23 of | 
rites and ceremonies with regard 2 Wore 
iþ—of human wri/dom and ſcience with 
reſpect to doctrine— till they even (before 
two centuries were elapſed) vied with Ba- 
bel itſelf; and whoever can read Dr. Mo- 
Hoeim's account of the early ages of Chr. iſe 
tianity, without thinking it as great a mi- 
racle as any recorded in the 'go/pels, that 
they ſhould ever reach us at all, but more 
eſpecially in the pure ſtate in which they 
are Among us, will appear to have a talent 
at accounting for things by ſecond cauſes, 
beyond the capacity of any writer I yet 
have met with. Why Heathens, Fews,' and 
Chriſtians, ſhould act ſo uniformly'towards 
thoſe revelations which Go at ſundry 
times and. in divers manners (Heb: i. 1.) 
hath vouchſafed them, is all vos 
for on one ſimple principle—Prov, xxvii. 
19. As in water face anſwereth to Jace e 
doth the heart of man to man. Hence it is, 
that through all ages of the church, thoſe 
who have invented ſyſtems for others, have 
conſtantly been mixing the peculiarities 
of ſome or other which they have had in- 
vented for them. there i is therefore no ſe- 
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integrity, and ſhone « as lights in 11 world ſuch are 
well called the ſalt of the earth (Matt. v. 13.) for it 
has been by. the /aveur of their lives and doctrines, 
_ that the whole " has been preſerved from e. 
werner. +" 


"Hi 3 |; curity 


E 
curity to be found from error, until a 
map is really and truly 


Nella addictus 1 in verba Is 
bor; i! 
by | Friend * to all lain, blind) jury to none. 

FrANC1S._ 

The Apoſtle, 1 The. \ v. 21. ſays, Try 
w—prove—examine—donguatere—aſſay, as re- 
finers do metals, all things; hold faſt that 
which is good. Beloved, faith 1 Jobn iv. 1. 
Believe not every ſpirit, but try the ſpi- 
rits whether tbey are of GoD, becauſe many 
falſe prophets are gone out into the world, 
But how is this ria to be made Not 
by the poor ineffectual fire of human wiſ- 
dam but by putting what we hear or 
read into the furnace of divine truth, by 
ſearching. the ſcriptures, comparing ſpiri- 
tual things with ſpiritual, and whatſoeve 
will abide this, we may believe to be 
true; for Gop's truth, like His children 
that we read of Dan. iii. 27. the more it 


_ Is tried, the more evidently will it 


io be his peculiar care, and the more os 
ripus will it come forth. 


His having raiſed up men 3 time 


to time, in all ages of the church, who 


dafed i thus to examine into the truth 

* eee 

Ar The author means, as far as chriſtian love and 
charity call upon him to be ſo, + 

+ There are few more beautiful images in any 


poet whatſoever, than that, by which Mr. Prior re- 
preſents 
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for themſelves, and then to attack the; fi- 
berſtition of the day in which they lived, 
is to be reckoned among the foremoſt of 
thoſe ſecond cauſes, by which the frutb 
hath been preſerved to us. Vet much re- 
mains to be done, and ſurely none, who 
call themſelves the real friends of man- 
kind, can help wiſhing for the day, when 
thoſe ſhackles which have been fixed 
upon the conſciences of men by prze/t- 
craft, bigotry, and vulgar error, ſhall all 
drop off, and when men ſhall be bound, 
in all their actions towards Heaven and each 
other, by the ties of juſtice, mercy, and 
the love of Gop Matt. xxiii. 3. Luke 
xi. 42. — when whole hecatombs of ſeduced, 
ruined, and deſerted females ſhall” ceaſe to 


preſents the doubts and fears of the human mind; 
| when determining ſimply. fer itſelf, and the confi- 
dence and boldneſs with which it acts, when it has 


- 


vulgar opinion on its fide 1 
P'ooor AT MA, like a lonely deer 


— 


% 


— 


O'er hills and dales does doubtful err r 
With panting haſte, and quick ſurprize, 
From ey'ry leaf that ſtirs, ſhe flies 
Till, mingled with the neighbouring berd,- .. 
She flights what erft the ſingly fear dj; 
And now, exempt from doubt and dread, 
She dares purſue, if they dare lead : 
As their example {til} prevails,.. . - - 


. . She tempts the ſtream, or leaps the pales. 


He then, quoth Dick, who, by your rule, 5 
Tphinks for himſelf, becomes a fool. & Ex 
WY NOTE Aua, Canto III. . 
H4 pos 
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paſs thraugh the fire of men's luſt to Mo- 
tech, 4.8 to be offered at the ſhrine of 

Ne. . 

Fable tells us, chat ſeven noble Aale 
niant were annually given to be devoured 
by the monſter Minotaur; that this in- 
human cuſtom prevailed until Theſeus flew / 
the devourer: we may ſay of our preſent 
Altem of laws, relative to the commerce * 


the . 


mutato nomine de te 
Fabula narratur 


Change but the name, the fable told of thee. oF, 


only with this difference, that even vic- 
tims ſatisfied the Cretan monſter, but not 
ſeventy nor ſeven. hundred - nor ſeven 
thouſand jeduced virgins are ſufficient to 
complete. the quota which is annually 
furniſhed, by " wh female ſex, of ſacrifices 
to the monſter Proſtitution. So it has 
long been, and fo it till muſt be, until a 
reſtoration of Goy's moſt holy and bene- 
ficent law ſhall take place among us. 0 

Superſtition is the offspring of human 
* * and * : as theſe. are to be 


found 


* Theſe have always been faſt friends to RY 
ether, and moft determined foes to all that can op- 
poſe their, influence over the minds of men. The 

ifculties which they have laid in the way of all 
diſcpyeries or revivals of truth, in matters of human 
ſcience as well as of religion, are manifeſt to all who 


AX} 

found in the nature of every chifd uf 
fallen Adam; fo, as theſe are not or 12 
ſubdued by the power of divine truth, 
ſuperſtition will le or more bear its fway 
m'religivus matters. die men 


By ſuperſtition, T would be underſtood 
to mean —a devotion which has no founda- 
tion in the revealed will of Gop, and either 
reſts in the imagination of the party, or 
owes its ſanction to ſome mi inter preta- 

| | tion 


are acquainted with the hiſtory of the world. When, 

after the darkneſs of many ages, the firſt dawn of 
learning and taſte began to appear in Europe, learned 
men in different countries began to cultivate 4ſfrü- 
nomy : Galileo, a Florentine, about 1510, introduced 
the uſe of teleſcopes, which diſcovered new arguments 
in ſupport of the motion of the earth, and con- 
firmed the old ones, which had before been made 
uſe of by Copernicus; but ſuch were the pride and 
ignorance of mankind, and ſuch the fury and bigo- 
try of the prieſts, that Galileo was forced to re- 
nounce the Copernican ſyſtem as a damnable hereſy. 
This very philoſophy is now, as improved by Sir 
Iſaac Newton, adopted as the true ſyſtem of. the 
_ univerſe. By this, and many other inſtances which 
might be given, we may judge how ſmall the bias of 
popular opinion ought to be, where truth is concerned. 
This obſervation may be illuſtrated fill farther, if 
we conſider the oppoſition given to the introduction 
of the Quinguina or Feſuits bark, about the mid- 
dle of the laſt century, now almoſt univerſally ac- 
knowledged to be one of the greateſt and beſt re- 
medies in the whole province of medicine ;—and, in 
our time, how were the whole college alarmed at the 
fever powder introduced by Dr. Fames, now proved 
to be almoſt a ſpecific in inflammatory fevers ? —What 
abuſe and oppoſition did Mr. Sutton incur, — 
F 7 cauſe 
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tian or illrundenſfanding of the revelation 
1E, Under the former head, we may 
rank the various ſuper/{itions of thoſe na- 
tions on whom the light of Gon's revela- 
tion, as contained in the Bible, hath not 
yet ariſen; Under the latter, we may in- 
clude many ſtrange and indefenſible hi- 


. . . ; : 
nions, which are maintained as ſo many 


inviolable truth, even among thoſe who 
are bleſſed with the oracles of Gop, and 
who profeſs to believe them. The church 
of Rome abounds in this ſort of fuper- 

tron, inſomuch that ſhe will plead the 


wiſdom of Gap, as reyealed in His word, 


cauſe he introduced a method of preventing pa- 
tients in the fma/l-pox from being ſtewed to death 
by the ignorance of phyſicians? —now this very mes» 
thod is become the moſt approved practice. 
Cetera de genere hoc ( aded ſunt multa) loquacem 
Delaſſare valent F an1uM. h Hor, 

The numbers of like inſtances we meet 

Would tire the moſt Joquacious to repeat. 

The author therefore by no means thinks he ſhall 
eſcape the obloquy of the world, for daring to pub- 
liſh à treatiſe which militates ſo diametrically againſt 
the inveterate opinions, prejudices, and cuſtoms 
which | folly and ſuperſtition have eſtabliſhed among 


us. However, if he be but the inſtrument of hold- 


ing forth the mind of the great moral Governor of 
the uni ver ſe, ſo as to excite the attention of the can- 
did and inquiſitiye to ſtill deeper reſearches after 
it, ſome abler and more reſpectable pen may be the 
means of finiſhing what is here begun, and men be 
prevailed upon, to conſider the dreadful conſequen- 
ces of a departure from that divine ſyſtem, which 
was eſtabliſhed by infinite wi/dom for the preſervation. 
and - continuation of the human ſpecies. | c 
or 


A 


EW 
for the maintenance of abſurdities too pal- 
pable and groſs, to conceal themſelyes 
from the diſcovery. of our outward ſenſes; 
yet believed, or profeſſed to be belieyed, 
by whole nations of profeſſing Chriſtiant, 
who are taught to look no farther than 
the authority of the church, and to ſubmit 
their underſtandings and conſciences to the 
dominion of men * like tbemſelves. A me- 
lancholy proof this of the ſuperſtition and 
Folly to which we are expoſed, - when 
ONCE we can yield our aſſent to popular 
opinion, without giving ourſelves the 
trouble to ſearch the ſeriptures, as the Be- 
reans did (Acts xvii. 11.) and to enquire 
for ourſelves whether theſe things are ſo. _ 
Free enquiry, when exerciſed with an 
— deſire to nico and Zo. do the will of 
Go, is not only the. privilege, but alſo 
the duty of every reaſonable creature, To 
believe a 3 becauſe it has the 
ſanction of popular opinion, worldly cuſtoms, 
and human. laws; may. as well land us in 
Popery as in Proteſtantiſm, or in Heat heniſin 
as in Cbriſtianity, or in any thing elſe 
which it is the faſhion to peine! in the 


2 There is ſomething v very * bur very true, 
in that ſarcaſm on the ignorance of Romiſb prieſts, 
and the credulity of the people, which M. De Vol- 
taire, in his _ of CO pou into mum 

of Jef 


Nos Pretres ne. ſont point ce qu un Vain * parſe 3 
n credulite fait toute leur ſcience. 


country 
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country where our lot is caſt. Brethren, 
faith Paul, (1 Cor. xiv. 20.) be not 
children in under flanding, but” in  under- 
ſtanding be men. Saith 1 Pet. iii. 15. Be 
ready always to give an anſwer to every 
man that afeeth you a reaſon of the hope 
that is in you that is, a ſcriptural, u ye, 
and lid reaſon. But how can this be 
done, unleſs we acquaint ourſelves with 
ſome better foundation of our hope, than 
the bare 1P$E/ DIXIT, the mere SAY 
< so, of any man, or all men - por to- 

gether 5 
One of the worſt properties of fuperfie 
| | tion is, that, when it becomes inve- 
terate, when grown old by long cuſtom 
and uſage, having deſcended from father 
do ſon, from generation to generation, it 
is as difficult to eradicate it out of the 
body politic, as to expel à long, fixed, 
chronical diſeaſe out of the natural body. 
In ſome inſtances, . perhaps in 9, no- 
thing but d:/ſo/uton itſelf can effect it. 
The Pope s ſupremacy and infallibility— 
the doctrines of maſſes for the quick and 
| dead—indul ences—five of the ſeven ſa- 
craments—the celibacy of prieſts—tran-' 
ſubſtantiation—the adoration of the' hoſt 
—the worſhip of images and relics— 
praying to the Virgin Mary the inven- 
tion of purgatory—and other moſt ſacred 
Superſtitions, are ſo ingrafted into the very 
* of the Romiſb church, 9 ; 
Rue a t cy 


h 
they can never be deſtroyed, without de- 
ſtroying that political fabric, which they 
call THE CHURCH, itſelf. This actually 
happened at the Ręformation - theſe thing 
being aboliſhed, there was an end; ſo far 
of the church of Rome. 

When we reflect on the Aer ler 
with regard to marriage, which has ſo 
long reigned in the chrzſtian church, per 
is as much intervoven with our laut, as 
the other - ſuper/titions before mentioned 
once were, we may perhaps fear that this 
can never be deſtroyed, without deſtroying 
the whole fabric of thoſe laws which 
tuppoct+ Ma! 315; 2 

Still ſuperſtition is om, 2 
venerated or dignified; and every man 
who endeavours to detect it, and to de- 
ſtroy its miſchievous ſupremacy over the 
minds of men, is equally a friend to re- 
ligion and to mankind. The zealots on 
— ſide of the ſuperſtition. will make an 
8 cry againſt the detector, as the Pa- 
6 did againſt the Ręfor mers, or as the 
| did againſt Paul when he at- 
tacked their great Diana, - whom all 
ASIA and the world worſhipped, (Acts xix. 
256, 27.) by teaching, that they are no 
Gops which be made by bandit. But our 
glorious Ręfor mers, knowing that they had 
the truth of Gop on their fide, boldly 
uſhed on, as Paul on the ſame principle 

ad done before them; — could 

* 
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prevail on them to be ſilent in the im- 
portant cauſe which they had undertaken, 
until, happily for themſelves, and for 
ſucceeding generations, they found the 
force of that ſaying— Magna eſt veritas & 
prævalebit.— GREAT 18 THE TRUTH, 
ir Fre. : 
I would not be underſtood as giving 
the name of ſuperftition to every circum- 
ſtance of wor ſbip and religion which is not 
to be found in the Bible. Let all things 
be done decently and in order, is the di- 
rection of an inſpired Apoſie, 1 Cor. xiv. 
40. Many things may be obſerved and 
uſed for theſe purpoſes, not only inno- 
cently, but with much expediency; and 
While they are looked upon only in this 

light, they ought to have due reverence, 
and 70 be ſubmitted to for the Lokp's ſake. 
1 Pet. ii. 13. But when once certain ap- 
pendages of human invention, are put in 
the place of, or made to ſaperſede the 
obligation of dine inſtitutions, there they 
erect themſelves into ſuperſtitions, and, fo 
far from claiming reverence, deſerve & con- 
tempt and abhorrence, more eſpecially when 


A ſtronger caſe than any above hinted at, meets 
us in the holy ſcriptures. The brazen ſerpent, ordained 
by Gon Himſelf, as a glorious type of our once CRU+ 
CIFIED, but zow EXALTED SAVIOUR, when, in af- 
ter times, it was abuſed to the purpoſes of ſuperſtitian 
and idolatry, was broken to pieces by ling Hexetiab. 

Comp. Numb. xxj. 8. John iii. 24 15+ 2 Kings 


they 
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they ate attended with ruin, dęſtruction, 
and 83 to thouſands, whom the law - 
of Gop was: formed to Won and has ae 
ſerve. „ 
I have before compared the divine woll- 
tution of marriage to thoſe other "rome 
mmfſtitutions of baptiſm and the Lony's 
ſupper, as equally ordained of Gov, there 
fore equally exempt from the controul of 
man with reſpect to its efence . and ob- 
tion in God's fight. Laws which men 
may make to alter or change theſe, are to 
be oonſidered as 15% facto null and void 
with regard to the conſcience, otherwiſe 
the ordinances of Heaven might in time 
become no ordinances at all. Thbugh 
the Pope has baniſhed the cup from the 
adminiſtration of the Lox D's Sapper; and 
thus aboliſhed one half of the divine in- 
ſtitution with reſpect to the /arry, yet this 
' cannot make the leaſt alteration as to the 
eſſence and obligation of the thing «elf. 
in Gop's gent 25 © elites ſacrament re- 
mains juſt where CurIsT 1040 it, though 
man bus put afunder <obat Gop hath 'jomed 
together. So is it with the n -of 
marriage—thoſe who are joined together by 
2 — — are pronoun 
ced ont fleſh, are "hs; Jeers remain ſo by 
virtue of the uber command, though all 
the legiflative bodies on earth were to 
meet together, and onus a law - to * 

Een Sender. 38 „Wang 
1 | — 


8 
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{tion ſays otherwiſe.— It has long 


i 
22 us to tread the ordinance. of Go 
under foot, to vacate its obligation, to. 
deſtroy its efficacy, . to deny its validity 
and marriage is now ſuppoſed to conſiſt in 
a human ceremony, adminiſtered by a. fellows 
Creature, and that on ſuch terms and condi- 
Tian, as the fancy and i imagination of man- 
kind have firſt invented and then impoſed... 

. Marriage was inſtituted, and its one or- 
dinance ET thouſands of. years be- 
fore there were buildings called churches 
or chapel —fleepler—balle— Popifb prigſis 
or maſs-books.. It is, as inſtituted by the 
Gop of nature, fimply one and the, ſame 
throughout all ages and generations, there- 
fore ane and the ſame as to its impart, vali- 
dity, and obligation, in the light of a 1 

The particular laws which it 
the ALMIGHTY. to. ordain for the _ | 
of his on mibral government, and for the 
Peace, welfare, and good order of ſociety | 
in general, as well as for the protection 
and defence of the individuali which com 
poſe it, were clearly revealed by Go at 
Mount Sinai, and committed to writing 
by Moſes. Theſe laws can never alter, 
much. leſs give way to the ſuperſtitiaus — 
ventions of men, but ſtand on record and 
bear their teſtimony againſt all ungadlineſs 
— wnrighteouſneſs. of men, notwithſtand- 
ry Papi indulgence, or. the ſanction 
of an a# nd parliament to the contrary. 

E Theſe 
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Thefe Jaws declare, that any man be 
found lying with a woman #»etrothed or 
married to an huſband, it is adultery in 
both, and BoTH mußt DiE—but if with 
a virgin not betrothed, ſbe fhall be bis wife 
— he may not pat her away all bit days 
BECAUSE HE HAS HUMBLED HER. | The 
reaſon here given is very plain and 


concluſive, but with s it is no reaſon 


at all, we (practically at leaſt) fead the 
law thus — he ſhall not be his avefe — be 
may." put ber away when be pleaſes, though 


he hut HUMBLED HER—unleſs a certain 


human being called a prigſ. reads out of 


a ſervice- book a certain form! of : wbrds, 
called a form of folemnization of matrimsi 


in a certain place, called a parifh-churth 


or chapel, and all this in compliance with 


a certain human law made for that pur · 


ee, whole is N on the 


umour of the parties, 


or if either he 


baſe or wicked enough to depart from 


their engagement before Gop, and to re- 
fuſe a compliance with the outward cere- 
mony, no legal reſtraint is laid on their 


total departure from each other; they 


may utterly divorce each other for ever 


and this, though Gop's Law poſitively 


forbids it, in words clear. and N plain as 


if written with a fun- beam. 


Notwithſtanding what is above ob- 


ſerved, that which as, ſtill 7s, and ever 
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will be, the Divine mind and will upon the 
ſubject of marriage, and of tha ordi- 
nance by which it. is effected in the ſight 
of Gop. No outward ceremony could add 
to its obligation, and accordingly we find 
no trace of any ſuch thing in the ſerip- 
ture; the ceremonial appointment of the 
paying the y /bekels to the damſel's fa- 
ther, ſeems to be the only outward recog- 
nition of the contract which appears under 
the law) of Moſes; but not a veſtige do 
we find of the interference of prigſts, or 
rites and ceremonies of matrimony being any 
part of the temple ſervice. The Jeu indeed 
in after times invented many rites and ce- 
remonier* upon the occaſion ; but as none 
of theſe are to be found in Holy wrt, 
they cannot be ſuppoſed in the leaſt eſ- 
| bo x N to the ordinance of marriuge. It 


Em 
TIS 


* A particular account ef chilly may be ſeen in 
Ae Hiſt. Lib. vol. ii. p. None of them 
are to be found in the law of 25 ofes, but conſiſt of 
various inventions of their own ; though one in 
particular, mentioned Matt. xxv. 17. ſeems to 
have been borrowed fram the heathen cuſtoms—that of 


the bridegroom conducting the bride bo, his houſe by 
the light of torches at night. 


Nougat oi in Sand þ lor, Saldo ronapriperars | 
He ave d5v, morvs , vpiverts opaper 

5 7 Hom. II. So 1. 492=3- 
= 1 Along the ſtreet the new made 28 * are led, 


With torches a to the W bed. . Pork. 
© Lv "> 4 0 


appears from ſome paſſages of ſcxiptuteʒ 
as John ii. 1. Matt. xxii. 2. &c. that it 
Was uſual for the parties to call their 
friends and neighbours together, and to. 
make a feaft,* or entertainment on tlie oc. 
caſiom; but this wag, no more a part of 
the marriage, than the ing coronation- 
dinner is a part of his title to the crown; 
nor can any human ceremony add. any 
more to the validity of a, marriage-in the 
fight of Gop, than the coronatzon, ſelf 
does. to the Ling r right to the throne of 
theſe realms: this indeed is a ſolemn, re- 
cognition, a public notification of ſome- 
thing which exiſted before, but does not 
in the leaſt add to its validity in, the fight 
of Gon. If a King of Englau was to 
die before his coranation, he would die as 
really, King of England as if he had fur- 
vived. that ceremony, and the crown 
would, equally deſcend to the heft apps: 


So Vixerr, Ecl. viii. ver. 29 
Mopſe novas incide faces; tibi ducitur uxor. 
PPPPPPFWWPVVcc 
O Mop ſur, and perform the bridal rites s 
- DIG, eee 1.2 4.401 DrYPEb ! 
The «gloricus uſe which our BIESsEB Baviouk 
makes of this cuſtom, in that beautiful nd inſtrue- 
tive yore of the ten auler is well-known, 
,. * The word 9h, ſignifies a marriage-feaft in John 
11. 1 So yeuss, Matt. xxii. 2, 35 4 See Tobit. 
wilt 19. Ki 9 40 | 
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rent. So a man * a woman joined toge- 
ther according to Gop's ordinance, though 
they died before any outward human cere- 
mony, would die juſt as much huſband 
and wife in Gop's account, as if all the 
ſervices which men ever invented had 
been red over them. This in every caſe 
no prior engagement on the man's fide 
was pleadable 1 in bar of the divine law; its 
obligation affected all men alike, nothing 
could vacate or ſet it aſide more with re- 
ſpect to one man than another. The words 
of the law, as hath been before ſhewn 
at large, do not authorize any exception, 
and where any is made, it is not Gop 
but nan that makes it, but with no more 
authority than the cup is denied to the 
Popiſh laity in the Lorxy's Supper—this 
wants ſcripture for its warrant, and fo 
doth the other. — In ſhort, human autho- 
rity militates againſt the word of Gop— 
The prophets propheſy falſly, (faith Jer. 
V. 31.) and the prieſts bear rule by their 
means—gnd the people love to have it fo.—No 
doubt, while they can gratify their paſ- 
ſrons, without the leaſt obligation to pro- 
tect or provide for as their wives, the 
virgin t ey debauch, they will love the 
ſuperſtition which indulges them, and hate 
the law which reſtrains them they will 
contend for the rule of priefts in the affair 
of marriage, and believe that without 


their 
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their interference, there can be no mar- 
nage allowed, or divorce forbidden. 

How this /#per/iztion ſhould firſt ariſe in 
the Chriſtian church, is very, accountable 
from the propenſity of the human mind 
towards inventions of its own in religious 
matters. . The children of Adam are very 
apt to tread in the ſteps of their firft. pa- 
rents, and to be wiſe above what is com- 
manded. It flatters the pride of the heart, 
when ſome ſcheme of ſeeming piety is in- 
vented, which bids fair to ſet the projec- 
tor, in his own opinion at leaſt, above ue 
level of more ſcriptural Sage We 
| ſhould. never have heard of works of * f- 
pererogation, if there were not a much 
higher gratification of human pride, and 
ſelf-conceit, in thinking we do over and 
above what Gop hath commanded, than 
in walking by the plain written rule of 
Gop's word, We have but to read the 


*®* We may obſerve, that the laws of Gop have 
been p and inſulted two ways: 1. By invent 
ing works which they have not. commanded: 2. By 
making fin where they have made none. As for the 
trade of fin-making, it has been a very lucrative 
branch of commerce to 'the church of Rome, by in- 
creaſing: the demand for licences, indulgences, diſpen- 
ſations, &c. I am ſorry to be obliged to confeſs, that 
our Proteſtant church is not quite clear of this traffic 
If a matter is evil in 17 „what licence or diſpenſa- 
tion can juſtify it? if it be not evil, what need of 
licence or diſpenſation ? unleſs. it be, that ſome are to 
gain by the credulity of others. 


— 3 4 3 Be . hiſtories 


[ 118 3 | 


hiſtories of the Popif ſaints, and we ſhall 
find ſome uncommanded heights of mor- 


_ tification, bear a price beyond all the crip- 


tural ſelf-denial which is to be met with 
an hair ſhirt—a girdle with iron ſpikes 


in it—macerating the body by auſtere faſt- | 


ing—or hcerating'the fleſh with whips and 
1courges — together with other uncom- 


manded inſtances of the Apel gf, 


which the Apoſtle mentions Col. ii. 23. 
vill ſet a Popiſb aſcetic into à ſtate of 
e little ſhort of madneſs:— 

the cell—the cloyſter—7he abſtaining from 

meats, which Gop hath created to be received 
with thankſpiving, of them' which believe and 
nord the truth (1 Tim. iii. 4.); but above 


all-—forbidding to marry (ver. 3.) though 


rendering millions * of men and women 
uſeleſs in their generation, and, as far as 
in them lies, deſtroyers of the human ſpe- 
cies, contrary to the primary decree of 
Heaven, Gen. i. 28.—all theſe are look- 
ed upon as the Þ heights of purity and re- 
ligious perfectian. 1 


in the eaffern countries, in Ægypt, Paleſline, and Per- 
fia, before it was introduced into the wefterniparts of 
the*Romar empire. In the fourth century, the num- 
bers of ' monks and nunt, in Ægypt atone, amounted to 
ninetyrſir thouſand. See Fortin's Remarks, vol, ii. 
65, 173 ws REO F 1 
: T. How far they proved ſo, may be ſeen in Bur nat. 


Hl. 


Theſe 


* Monkery was pretty well eſtabliſhed in the time 
of Con/tantine, early in the fourth century. It began 


. 


Thbeſe things were foreſeen and foretold 
by that Spirit which knoweth what as in 
man — ſee Tim. iv. 1, &c.— The ape, 
were ſcarcely cold in their graves, when 
theſe ſeduc ing pirits, transforming ubem- 
felves into angels of light, begun to work. 
One grand deſign of Satan, ip all that 
he does, is the deſtruction of the bunam 
race; hence we may account for thoſe 
plans of cefbagy. which make ſuch a 
figure in the hiſtory of the (Chrgftimm 
church. Dr, Filliam Cave, a celebrated 
hiſtorian of primitive Chriſtianity, in ab. w. 
tells us, that the Chriſlians of thoſe 
, 35H, > den times 


Hiſt. Reform. vol. i. p. 191. and in Hit. of Papery, 
vol. ii. p. = viſitors were appointed hy 
Hen. VIII. to enquite into the ſan&ity of the mona- 
ſieries the above-mentioned authors have recorded 
the black return which was made. See alſo Fuller, 
Church Hit. lib. vi. | „ ens 


* The fathers began from early times to talk 
weakly and injudiciouſly upon the ſubject of mar- 
riage, and to cry up a ſingle life above meaſure. 
„Till, about the time of Conflantine, notions were 
6.entertained,, which afterwards helped to fill the 
„ world with drones, mendicants, "fanatics, and 
„ imaginary dæmoniacs, not to mention other bad 
es conſequences. 8 | | 
ow erg. in the fourth century, was a violent 
& ſtickler for celibacy, and affirms, that Mexandria, 
% Afric, and the Eaſt, where there was the greateſt 
% number of -re{igious Virgins, were therefore more 
& populous. than other countries.” - Fortin, vol. ii. 
297, 298, A ſentiment worthy St. Patrick himſelf !. 
e In the fifth century, Salvian, and other cele- 
225 . * « brated 


. 


[ 120 } 

© times were ſo far from breaking in upon 
* unchaſte embraces, that they frequently 
abſtained even from /awful pleaſures, 
and kept themſelves even from the Ho- 
nouruble and undefiled bed, never mar- 
* rying all their life. We are, ſays Oc- 
* tavius, chaſte in our ſpeech, and chaſte 
in our bodies, and very many of us, tho 
we do not boaſt of it, do inviolably pre- 
« ſerve a perpetual virginity ; and are fo 
far from any extravagant defires after 
ͤinceſtuous mixtures, that many ſtand at 
© diſtance from the moſt chaſte and mo- 
es deft embraces. Thus Jain Mar 
tells the emperors, that, among the 
Chriſtians, there were a great many of 
either ſex, who for ſixty or ſeventy 
« years had kept themſelves. fingle and 
e uncorrupt, and he wiſhed that the like 
:<© could be ſhewn in all * other ſorts of 


EL 


«© men.” Here was a foundation laid for 
people in after times to combine them- 


e brated writers, gave it as their opinion, that none 
were truly and perfectly holy, but thoſe who ab- 
'*© tained from matrimony,” oſh. vol. i. p. 255. 
In the ſixth century began the reign of intellectual 
darkneſs, which laſted for a thouſand years, under 
the ſuperſtition and buffoonery of the church of Rome, 
till it began to be diſpelled by the Proteſtant refor- 
mation in the ſixteenth century. 3 
How gloriouſly would this have increaſed the 
devil triumph over that primary command - Be fruit- 


Ful and multiply, and repleniſh the eartht / 
7 | ſelves 


4 71 
{elves into diſtinct. gs. IP to conſider 
marriage as a leſs pure ſtate than cehipacy, 
and therefore to bind themſelves under 
vows of perpetual cbaſtity, as they called it. 
Indeed ſo early as the ſecond century, there 
were a ſet of people who called marriage 
* a carnal thing, and unlawful for ** 
**© Hans under the goſpel.” - -- 

Thoſe zealots among the primitive . 
thers and Chriſtians, who thought mar- 
* riage for once allowable, yet held it in a 


$ * ſecond * * inſtance, A apts Dr. (rows, 


» The ; held it liſhanourable 8 woman 
to marry twice; they judged it to be a criminal in- 
continence, and a tacit breach of the promiſes: made 
in her firſt marriage, Hence Virgil, in thoſe beau- 
tiful lines, makes Dido, the widow of Sichæus, ſay— 


Sed mihi vel tellus optem prius ima dehiſcat, 

Viel Pater omnipotens adigat me fulmine ad 8 
Pallentes umbras Erebi, noctemque profit dam, 
Ante pudor quam te violo, & tua jura 2 8 
Ille meos, primus qui me ſibi junxit, amores 


Abſtulit; ille habeat ſecum, ſervetque ſepulchra. * 


But firſt let yawning earth a paſſage rend, 
And let me through the dark abyſs deſcend ; : 
Firſt let avenging Jove, with flames from high, 
Drive down this body to the nether {ky, g 
Condemn'd with ghoſts in endleſs night to lie; ; 
Before bi break the plighted faith I SIC 4c; 
No; he who had my vows ſhall ever have, c 
For, whom loy'd on earth, I worſhip in the grave. 
DR DERx. 
When we compare this with 1 Cor. vii. Heb. 
Kili. 4. and other paſſages in ſcripture, we mal find, 
that the notion about ſecond marriages, reſembled 


: Feen more than Chr iſtianity. | 2 


= 


n 


R 
I A wery commendable zeal for the virtues _ 
-of-theſe people, : throws the beſt veil he 
cats over their -/o/fes, and makes the beft 
excuſe he can invent for them.“ Indeed 
e it Cannot be denied, ſays he, but 
e hat many of the antient fathers Ter- 
ſulliun, Cyprian, Hierom, and others, did 
* inveigh againſt ſecond marriages with too 
much bifrerne/s and ſeverity, violently 
r preſſing many paſſages in ſcripture to 
e ſerve the cauſe, Araining the ſtring many 
% times till it cracked again, and not 
* ſticking to cenſure and condemn ſecond 
'« "marriages as little better than adultery. 
% Hear what one of their apologiſts ſays to 
% it: Amongſt us, every man remains as 
he was born, or engages himſelf in one 
« only marriage; for as for ſecond mar- 
«.'rjages, they are but a more plauſible or 
*« decorous kind of adultery, our Loxp 
s aſſuring us, that <ohoſcever putteth away 
his wife, und taketh another, - committeth 
% adultery ;—which text, as alſo another 
*« of like importance, how perverſely he 
« interprets, and impertinently applies to 
* this purpoſe, I am not willing to re- 
*« member.” 5 
However abſurd ſuch an interpretation of 
the above ſcripture may appear to us, be- 
catife we are not involved in all the ſuper/ti- 
tion of thoſe days, yet it is not more ſo than 
interpreting the words as ſome of our more 
nm modern 
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modern commentators do, to contlemn 
polygamy Putting away a wife 'by a Bill 

'arvortement, and marrying another, is at les 
as good a pbraſe for putting a dead woman 
under ground, and marrying a 1 as for 
taking two wives together, or r keeping % 
omg one, and taking another to her. 
875 Jerome (as he is called) who lived 
In the Ath, and in the beginning of the 
Sth century, actually wrote againſt mar- 
Fiage, and numbers bi among thoſe things 
which are per ſe mala ac Vitloſan—* evil and 
vicious in themſelves.” See Beza on 
1 Cor. vii. 1. No Wonder that this ſour 
monk-of -Paleſtine ſhould inveigh ſo bitterly 
as he did Sn ſecond bas cr of all 
ſorts. | 
It has been remarked, that of all the 
praifers of virginity, IR Ro ſeems to 
have performed his part the beſt; Who 
calls Euſtochium the nun his lady, becauſe 
ſhe was the ſpouſe of his Lord, and reminds 
the mother of this lady, that ſhe had the 
honour to be Gop's other-in- law. Socrus 
Dei. Fortin, Rem, on | Ecel. Hiſt. vol. il, 
pare 
Ambroſe, Prefe& and afterwards biſhop: 
of Milan, who alſo lived in the 4th cen- 
tury, was a violent declaimer in favour of 
virginity, and, in a treatiſe on that ſubject, 
he exhorts girls to enter into nunneries, 
0 though againſt the will of” their parents.” 
t JON Ib. 176. 


The 


„ 
The progreſs: of ſuperſtition in this 4th 


century, and the erroneous notions which 


o 
48 


- 
- 


gan to adopt, were firſt condemned by the 


pretended heretic to the iſland Bog. Fo- 
vinian publiſhed his opinions in a book, 
againſt which Jerome, in the following 
century, wrote a moſt bitter and abuſive 
treatiſe, which is ſtill extant. See Ma- 
beim, Edit. Maclaine, vol. i. 203, 204. 
In the beginning of the 5th century a- 
roſe Vigilantius, a man remarkable for his 
learning and eloquence, who was born in 
Gaul, and went from thence into Spain, 
where he performed the functions of a 


Pe qhrter. 


e 
n 

reſbyter. This man, * honouring Gop' I 
word above the traditions and Jie Far 
of thoſe times, boldly ſtept fort ind 
| bore his teſtimony againſt the opinions and 
manners of the reigning demagogues, and 
eſpecially on the ſubjects of celibac) and 
marriage, together with the ridiculons' auſ- 
terities of à monaſtic life. FL nj were, 
among the Gallic and Spaniſh biſhops, * 
veral that ſided with YViglantius; but 
rome, the great monk . the age, affitled 
this bold reformer with ſuch' diekerels and 


fury, that nothing but his filence could 


preſerve his /fe, from the i intemperate' rage 
of bigotry and /u erflition. And the name 
of good Vigilantius remains ſtill in the tft 
of heretics ; which is acknowledged to be 
authentic by thoſe, who without any re- 


gard to their own judgment, or the de- 


clarations of ſcripture, W blindly 


the decifions of antiquity. Moſboime, 
vol. L 285, 200. : 45 
Jerome s Epiſtle againſt vi ene is a 
curioſity in its kind, and may be found in 
the collection printed at Tournay, duodeci- 
mo, p. 601. He ſets out with obſerving 
how many monſters have appeared in the 
„ world, ſuch as Cenraurs, Syrens, Cerbe- 
„ the Chimera, Geryon, &c. At laſt 
Vigilantius is introduced as one of the 
ee monſters of all, who,” he tells 


us, * with an unclean ſpirit fights againſt - 
| | « the. 


* 


Tur _ 


2 lice, que, aut virgines c 


„ 
*. the Spirit of CuRIST ; for that he calls 
<< continency, hereſy — and chaſtity, the 
* ſeminary of luſt.” — In ſhort, the poor 
man had ae on the beh: alf of. mar- 
riage, and plainly ſaw what muſt be the 


end of - Eg pretended. ſchemes of. chaſtity, 


which the monks had eſpouſed. But Ferome 
proceeds. Preh nefas! Epiſcopos. ſui. 
< ſceleris dicitur habere conſortes, fi ta- 


CY men Epiſcopi nominandi ſunt, qui non 


« ordinant Diaconas, nifi . prius uxores 
ce duxerint, nulli cælibi credentes pudi- 
45 citiam, & nifi prægnantes viderint uxo- 
> « = clericorum, . infanteſque de ulnis 
« matrum vagientes, CHRISTI ſacramenta 
< non. tribuunt, , Quid facient orientis ec- 
« cleſiæ Quid A ypti &. 1 8 apoſto- 

ericos agci- 
plynt, aut continentes, aut, ſi uxores 


« 1 mariti eſſe deſiſtunt? Hoc 
N docuit Darmitantius libidini. fræna per- 
4 mittens, & naturalem carnis ardorem, 
«© qui. in adoleſcentia plerumgue feryeſcit, 


5e, ſuis hortatibus duplicans, immo extin- 


* guens coitu fœminarum: ut nihil fit 
86 
quo di 1S a porcis, quo differamus 


e brutis animantibus, quo ab equis de 
cc quibus ſcriptum eſt Equi inſanientes 7 
t fominas Fabti ſunt 5 : 19 * uſque in 
% UXPrem. proxim ſui Binnie 1 v. 8. 


20 JE eſt quad: loquitur per avid. plc: 
« tus Sache, fri Jet gte & 


* Hulu 
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nꝝulus quilus nam eff ingellaerus & ruirſum 
< de Dormitantio & cus ejus In chamo 
«© & freno maxillas eorum conſtringe, gue 
<< non approximant ad te. O ahomi- 
<<. nable ſhame! he Vigilante) is ſaid to 
< have b;/hopr partners of his wickedneſs, 
< if ſuch are to be called b/ſbops, . whe: do 
e not eordain dearers. unleſs. they fut be 
* married—believing there is:nõꝰ chaſtity 
in a /mgle man; "ha unlets they fee the 
© wives uf the clergy pregnant, and in- 
* fants crying in the arms of their mo- 
<< thers, they do not commit to them ah⁸ 
e power of adiminificeing the r 
4 f CurreT.: - | 7 2 
What muſt the, Beke chercher das 
„What thoſe of Agypt and of the aprys 
* tolicalfee — (i. e. Nam. rho receive 
*, clergy that are virgin, or continent; or 
< Who, if they have Wilkes crak; en 
«© being huſbands? 
Thus taught reed (N. 5 
A ly pun on the name of Higilantius * giving 
„ moreine ta licentiouſneſs; and dauhling, 
« by his exhortations; the natural ard 
« of the fleſh, which 1 gtows warm 
7 in youth, yea, even extinguiſhing it by 
«© intercourſe with: women. So that there 
* may be nothing in which we, ſhould 
be diſtinguiſhed from egi, or in which 
We ſhould differ from -brute: begfts, and 
* even the bone. concerning which it ig 
9 © written 


* 
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*y written Raging for women, they are bo- 


© come to me as horſes ; every one neighed 


ec after his neighbour's wie. Jer. v. 8. 


This is what the HoLyY SP1kIT ſpeaks 
0 by Davip—Be. ye not like to horſe or 
% mule, which have no underflanding—and 
te again, concerning Dormitantius Ss his 
* fellows —Conſtram their jaw-bones with a 
© bit and a bridle, - left w approach unto 
6 fhee.” Pi. xxxii. 9. 

The reader has here a ſample of the 
qpirit of thoſe times with regard to mar- 
ringe, particularly of the clergy; likewiſe 
of the candour, fairneſs, and good man- 
ners, with which thoſe were treated, who 
dared, like Vigilantius, to ſtep forth in the 
cauſe of ſeripture, common ſenſe, and truth, 
againſt ſuperſtition, folly, and error; alſo 
of the ridiculous 'abuſe and perverfion of 
ſcripture, in order to maintain the reign- 
ing ſuperſtition. Laſtly, we may obſerve, 
in What Jerome ſays, about the b:/hops 
„ refuling' to ordain deacons unleſs their 
10 miver were with child. &c. that a little 
lying and ſcandal! was eſteemed of fingular 
uſe.” See before, vol. i. p. 303. n. 

It ſhould ſeem that the ſeverity with 
regard to ſecond marriages was afterwards 
relaxed, as to the /aify at leaſt ; but a third 
was prohibited by ſeveral councils; and 
the emperor Lea, in the qth century, 


— an edict, ſabjeting thoſe who 
: married. 


E 

married zhrice, to the penalties which had 

been decreed againſt them by the oy bu 

- councils, However, this _— was f fair! 
caught in his: own ſaare z\ for When 1 

wanted to revoke that edict f in his” own 

caſe; the clergy would not ſuffer it, A 


The emperor Leo, who rei gned at Cen- 


Aautinaple, married four dan, for wh ich 
the then Patriarch excommunicated” him. 
He begged to be reſtored, but in vain; u > 
which he depoſed Nicolaus Myficus, who 
„ him, from the f Fotris — 
ate, conhned him to a monaſtry, -and aced 
one Enilymius Syncellus in his x0. This 
oOeæcaſioned a ſchiſm in the n 

of the clergy ſiding with Nicolau, ſome 


with 2 Though Enthymins re- | 


ſtoxed Leo to the communion of the faith- 


fol, yet he reſolutely oppoſed' him, when, { 


oy the advice of the ſenate, he was about 

to publiſh an edict, 'declaring it lawful to 
marry a faurth time. Nor would the 
clergy ſuffer the emperor to revoke his For- 
mer edict againſt thoſe who married Hrice. 
See Ant, Univ. Hiſt. vol. xvli. p. 79: 


By all this we may learn, how early the 


3 iniguity began to Work, in a com- 
bingtion of ue and Pate, againſt Fe 


a5, ws IF * 


marriage, «A men takin; g upon ham 


10 decide upon e or unlatgfulne, 


matriages, either in dependentlyx on the 
criptures, or in total oppoſition to them; 
Vor. II. — likewiſe 


ſome | 
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likewiſe to miſinterpret and miſapply them 
to juſtify their proceedings. 1 

But to return to the primitive Chᷣriſtians. 
Had theſe people attended properly to the 
ſcriptures, inſtead of the workings of their 
own imaginations, they would not have 
been led into a diſparagement of marriage, 
either when entered into in ane or more in- 
ſtances. As to marriage itielf, it was in- 
ſtituted when man ſt 
image of God, in a ſtate of much higher 
purity and holinefs than any can now know 
on this fide heaven ; therefore it muſt have 
been in all reſpects conſiſtent with fuch a 
ſtate. One of the tuo perſons recorded in 


ſcripture to have been tranſlated into heaven, 


that be fhauld not ſee death (Heb. xi. 5.) 
was a married man; nor did he keep him- 
ſelf, from the honourable and undefiled 
« bed;” for it is ſaid, Gen. v. 22. And 
Envbcnu walked with Gon, after he begat 
Methuſaleh, 300 years, and begat fons and 


daughters. © 


As to ſecond marriages, the calling them 
% adultery and whoredom,” was a monſtrous 


- ſuperſtition, amounting to a denial of the 


ſcriptures, which abſolutely allowed them 
as lawful and good, even on the woman's 


Jade. Thus Paul, in alluſion to the law of 
 Meofes, Rom. vii. 3. So then if while her huſ- 


band liveth ſhe be married to another man „ bbb 


Hall be called an adultereſs ; but if ber huſ- 
* 1 82 W 


in the Ateneſ and 


„„ 
band be dead; ſhe is free from that lau, ſd 
that ſbe is no adultereſs, though ſbe be mar- 
ried ta another man. And again—The wife 
is bound by | the law as long as ber buſband 
tiveth 5 but if: her huſband be dead, fhe is at 
liberty to be married to whom fhe' will, &c. 
2 Cor. vi. 14. Comp. 1 Tim. v. 14. 
So that we ſee what little dependence is 
to be placed on primitive fathers and Chriſ- 
tians, or indeed on any thing elſe but the 
written word of Gop itſelf compared 
with itſelf — explained by itſelf; The truth 
we come at by theſe means is ſure and 


- 


ſtedfaſt, and may ſafely be relied upon, 


though all the world ſhould agree to think 
otherwiſe, hte 15.555 5 Fr 

Dr. Cave, who, as was obſerved, has 
endeavoured to ſoften the & abſurdities of 
V | ttheſe 


The farther we ſearch, the more will the num- 
der of their abſurdities increaſe upon us: witneſs 
ſome of the fathers and noraliſis, mentioned by Atha- 
raſius Vincentius, in his Notes on Theoph. Aletbeus; 

who held, that, Scortatio cum propria uxore com- 
<< mitti poteſt, cum non liberorum quærendorum 
e cauſa, ſed ad explendam libidinem, vel cum præg- 
de nante aut lactante tes habetur.” *** That 4 man 
“ may be ſaid to commit whoredom with his own 
„ wife, when he hath Intercourſe with her, not for 
the ſake of having children, but to ſatisfy his de- 
< fires, ot when ſhe is with child, or gives ſuck.” 
If this be the cafe, how is marriage any remed) 


againſt fornitation ?' and what becomes of the ape le 2 


If they cannot contain, let them mar ry; for it is better 


to marry than te burn? 1 Cor. vil. q. How can a2 


K 2 man 


0 
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theſe good folks as much as poſſible, ſays, 
p-. 90. Though the fathers and antient 
©. councils were thus ſevere in this caſe 
1 (of ſecond marriages) yet the rigour of 
4 their cenſure will be much abated, if 
«« what ſome tell-us be true, that many of 
their paſſages are not levelled againſt 
« facceſſfve marriages, but againſt having 
% two wives at the ſame time; for, as a 
& learned man has obſerved, there were 
« three ſorts of digamy : 1. A man's hav- 
« ing two wives at once: 2. When, the 
former wife being dead, he married a 
«« ſecond time: 3. When a man on flight 
** cauſe put away his wife by a bill of di- 
% yorce, and married another.” ———With 
regard to this /af, it certainly could not 
be inveighed againſt too ſeverely ; for it is 
contrary to the very inſtitution of mar- 
riage, that a man ſhould put away his wife 
for any cauſe, except for fornication; as 
Enkrstr proves to the multitudes, Matt. 

v. 32. and to the Pharyſees, Matt. xix. 4, 
5, 6% 0 25 N 5 


man zurn the leſs for having a wife, if he is to have 
no acceſs to her for many months together, or in- 
deed, on ſuch principles, not at all, after ſhe has 
done breeding? Yet ſuch was the wiſdom of Am- 
broſe, Ferom, Origen, and others, who, in ſuch in- 
ſtances, by becoming wiſer and holier than the ſcrip= 
tures, were the inſtruments of Satan, to enſnare the 
conſciences of thoſe who had folly enough to believe 
m—_ 19 — W8 


* 


. Tanl - 
As to the two firſt, namely, **.a man.s 
having two wives at once, and a man's 
«* marrying a ſecond after the death of his 
«© firſt, however Dr, Cave, or any other 
of their apologiſts, may endeavour to abate 
te the aſperity of their cenſures, they 
both were eſteemed by the antient Chriftians 
and primitive fathers equally * 'uglawtul; 
which is not to be wondered. at, when 
marriage itſelf was ſo much ſpoken. a- 
gainſt, as a ſtate of. //5 + purity and per- 
fection than ce/ibacy, conſequently the ore 
and the oftener a man engaged in marriage, 
the more impure he muſt be. But th. 
truth is, that there is zo, impurity; what- 
ſoever in marriage, though offen, or but 7 


1 2 1 nenn £534 * 108 8 
In the Nescgſorienſſan council, anno 374. it was 
. decreed Preſfbiterim convivio ſecundarum nuptia- f 
<< rum intereſſe non debere . That a preſbyter 
out not to be preſent at a feaſt of ſccasd nup- 
„ tials.” The canoni/ts ſaid, that 2. iteration of 
, marriage was contrary to all -honeſty ; or, if it 
could be admitted into the number of honz/ff things, 
it muſt be called honeft whoredem, Some fads gie t 
chough it might be lawful, according to St. F 
6 yet it was fere fornicato —almoſt fornicatin. - 
7 This notion, and all its pretenſions to purity, 
was no bsttef than Heatbheniſn; for among the Re- 
mans, ** when the bride was brought home to her 
<< huſband's houſe, ſhe was not to touch the 2h reßb- k. 
eld, but was lifted over it by main ſtrength, be- 1 
<© cauſe- the threſbold, being ſacred to Va, a moſt | 
<* chafte goddeſs, ought, not to be defiled by one 
in ſuch circumſtances. Broughton, Hi. Lib. 
vol. it, 179 FE „ 


1 once 


8 - 
1 
6 


3 
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once” entered. into. \ Abraham, ' who had | 
more wrves than one at à time, is not re- 
corded as t pure than Haas, who appears 
to have had but one; nor is Tſaac 1 id to 


de more pure than his ſon Jacob, who had 


four ; we read of them all in an e qual 
ſtate of glory in the kings of beet, 
Matt. i N but oem; no 're proof on 
Gop's part, or ſortow or pen on 
their part, on account of their Anm 


Ptuatiens while on earth. 


The ſuperſtition of its being fnful to 
have 7300 qwwrves in ſucceſſion, remained a 
great while in the church; - however the 
Proteſtant reformation helped us to tho 
Hat. of Edw. VI. (ſee before vol. 1. 
p. 206.) which diſipated men's fears 
1 that ſubject ; but with reſpect to 

ving te wives at 4 time, we are ſtill 
taught to look upon it in as horrible a 


light, as the primitive Chriſtians did on 


TE, a ſecond after the death of the 


firſt. This ſupenſtition has been fo uni- 
"rormly. and ſucceſsfully kept alive, that 


the reprobation of polygamy in the Cbriſtian 
church (our weſtern part TE it at leaſt) is 


, as the belief of tranſubſian- 


tation or purgatory was before the Pro- 
teſtant reformation. In ſhort, the /uper- 
Pition is inveterate, we may almoſt be 
ſaid to ſuck it in with our mother's 


milk; it faſtens upon us in our very in- | 
fancy, 


E 7 | 
fancy, it grows up with us we know 
not how to get rid of it, nor ever ſhall, 

till, as at the above glorious period, men 

will dare to fearch, think, and judge for 
themſelves, and thus emancipate their 

_ underſtandings from the ſlavery of vul. 

gar * prejudice and popular opinion. 

The Statute de Bigamis, 4 Edw. I. 

c. 5. ouſted a man of his clergy, if Fr 


In Mr. Coxe's Sketches of gute en en- 
tertaining, inſtructive, and ſenſible performance, 
lately publiſhed— he ſpeaks of the Abbey of Einffalin, 
in the canton of Schweitz, and adds The ridi- 
Daene tales they tell of the origin and aggran- 
dizement of this abbey, are ſo many melan- 
„ choly inftances of the credulity of the darker 
<< ages. That they are ſtill believed in the preſent 
s enlightened century, muſt be attributed to the 
force of habitual] prejudice; and at the ſame time 
proves, how difficult it is for the human mind 
to ſhake off thoſe ſuperſtitious errors, which it 
has early imbibed under the ſanQified name of 
religion.“ P. 75, 76. et eee e 
Another inſtanee mentioned of the force of cuf- 
tom and prejudice over the human mind is to be 

At Bafil the clocks go an hour faſter than thoſe 
of the reſt of Europe. Several reaſons are aſſigned 
for this; one is, that the 3 on the outſide 
s of the cathedral, by which the totun- clact is regu- 
© lated, declines ſomewhat, as the building does, 
from the eaſt, which occaſions a variation from 
4 the true time. Wu <2 

A motion has often been made, in the ſovereign 
*© council, to have the town-clock regulated pro- _ 
<< perly, but conſtantly rejected. The people would 
be think their liberties invaded, if ſuch regulation 


* was made, 
| K4 © 
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had been t᷑uice married the 1, Jac. c. 11. 
would hang a man that has 7wa wives, but 
4 for the ben efit of clergy ; and no doubt 
theſe laws have, in their ſeveral days, 
ſerved. to. Atrengthen the cauſe of aper 
Hition, by DS public f, as well 
as puniſoment, to the ſuppoſed crimes of 
| bigamy and e With regard to 
adultery, or with relpeck to the ſeduction 
and ebauchery of virgins, and then 
aundgting th them ; the adulterer or * 


A few years gd, it was n 3 by hs 
40 leading men in the town, to have the dial turned 
« half a minute each day, till the ſhadow ſhould 
<5, 4mperceptibly+ point to the true hour. This: ex- 
* eas was accordingly put in practice, and 
the town-elock had already loſt three quarters of 
4 an hour when an accident — the plot, 
aad the magiſtrates were compelled. to place the 
dial in the place in which it ſtood defore, and 
to have the town - clock regulated by it as uſual. 
* Indeed. long - eſtabliſhed cuſtoms, however indif= 
1% ferent or ridiculous, : are apt to lay ſo ſtrong an 
&« hold on vulgar minds, as to become ſometimes 
2 IP erous, Always difficult to be altered; —I 
not remind you how long it was before 
« we could be perſuaded in England to reckon out 
26 years according to the general mode of ** 
6 tation received by the reſt of Eurape. | 
_Tbus far Mr. Core to whoſe laſt — 1 
cannot forbear adding an anecdote of a certain pious 
old woman, who could not be perſuaded, but that 
% all our national troubles and misfortunes, which 
-6© have befallen us ſince the year 17 5 1, have been 
o many j 2 upon us for ſtriking eleven 
% :days out of „ and, by this means, 
as 4 ing 1 AH than we had before.” 
1 aucer 
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ducer may be found in what is called 
the beſt companies; be treated with civi- 
lity, and even reſpect 3; while. the goly- 
gamsſt is arreſted for n to priſon 
tried before a court of criminal judica- 
ture rendered infamous for life, and. 
thanks to the benefit of the clergy, that 
he is not dragged. to a gibbet, and put to 
death! e e 3 


The foundation of all this is, the 227 
dom of man_exalting-itfelf, againſt. th 
wiſdom of Gon ; hence it is that men 
deviſe laws which are contrary to the law 
of Jop, and the oppoſition which fe- 
perftition has taught us to make to nature, 
reaſon, and /cripture, obtains the ſanction 
of vulgar opinion on the fide of falſe- 
hood and error. That ſapenſtition ſhould 
lead men to. reject: the law of Gop, Yo 
make void the commandments of Gon, 
through their traditions, under a notion 
of greater ſanctity, is not at all ſurpriz- 
ing, when the pride and ignorance of the 
human heart are duly conſidered. The 
inſtances which are recorded of it, con- 
cerning the Phariſees. of old time, are 
Written for our inſtruction; and admoni- 
tion: the ſeverity with which CHRIST 
treated them on this account, ought to 
ſand as a warning to us, leſt we allo come 
into the ſame condemnation, 7 


Among 


TW! 
Among the various inſtances which we 
find of this in the New Teſtament, there 


is not a more ſtriking one, nor one more 
illuſtrative of what I have been ſaying, 
than that which appears Mark vii. g—14. 


where our Lok D convicts the Phariſees 


of a rejection of the tb commandment, 


in favour of a ſuperſtition of their own, 
which, though it had a better foundation 
than moft of their traditions, with reſpect 
to the act itſelf (ſee 2 Kings xn. 9.) yet, 
as they abuſed it, it became a direct con- 
trariety to the expreſs and poſitive law of 


_ Gor. Curisr tells them in plain terms 
as much, ver. 9. Full well do ye reject the 


commandment of Gop, that you may Keep 


your own traditions. When Teboiada the 


high-prieft ordered a cheſt to receive the 
money, through an hole in the lid, which 


the people gave towards the repairs of the 


temple, he did we and thoſe who gave 
of 5 ſubſtance for this purpoſe did alſo 
well; — but when in after time theſe gi/7s 
were preferred before the relief of a , 
neceſſitous, and aged parent, whom the 
Hib commandment enjoined them to þho- 
nau — with their ſubſtance doubtlefs, as 
well as in all other reſpects - then they did 


nl, by preferring the obſervance of an 


human tradition, before the expreſs in- 


junction of the divine law. | 


80 


To 
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- To appoint an outward means of re- 
cognizing a marriage, and not leave peo- 
ple to take one another's wordt (as the 
ſaying is) is very proper, and, in this 
mixed ſtate of things, neceſſary for the 
good of the whole ; but to put the cere- 
mony in the place of God's in/titution— 
to declare a marriage null and void without 
it, to all intents and purpoſes whatſorver— 
to ſet the parties free from the obligation 

which they are under towards Gop and 

ach other by the divine command —is as 
direct a breach of the command of Gon 
in this reſpect, as the Phariſees were guilty 


of in the other, and our Loxp's reproof 


of the Phariſees equally belongs to 2 
we certainly make void the Jaw 'of Gop 


| through our traditions, and teach for dot 


trines the commandments of men. 
There is no avoiding ſuper/tztzon, neither 
is there any deliverance from being led by 
it into thinking we do the will of Gon, 
when we are only doing the will of man, 


and that in contrariety to the ine will, 
while, like thoſe of old, our fear towards 


 Gop zs taught us by the precepts of men. 
If. xxix. 13. and while, like dead ſſb with 


the ſtream, we are carried down with 


the tide of vulgar error and popular opi- 
nion.— Te do err, not knowing the ſcripture, 
Search the. ſeripture -was the advice 
of Him who ſpate as never man pale. 
. When 


. 
bi 
od 


Bhs © Pe 
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When we are wiſe. enough to follow 
this counſel, worldly Sema and: human 
iwentions may, and will ſuffer in our 
_ nion, and we may be led to grieve at 
folly and fuperftitien which are to be 
found in them; but we ſhall be overpaid 
for any uneaſineſs of this ſort, by the 
pleaſure we muſt receive, in beholdi 
che beauty, harmony, and order that are 
ti be found in the word: of -Gop We 
ſhall then | ſee, that the miſery and de- 
ſtruction of ſo many of our defenceleſs 
Fellow» creatures, in the points before 
complained of, are owing to the rejection 
of that divine ſy ſtem of juſtice, - mercy, and 
truth, which, if obſerved in ali its parts, 
has ſo wiſely and amply provided. for their 
-protetiion and preſervation. 
As fup 2 — b blinde the conſeience,. and 
miflrads judgment, fo it bardens the 
-Gebrt,-and renders it unimpreſſible by the 
calls of pity, and compaſſion - crelty will 
triumph over mercy, and the moſt horrid 
|Garberities pals for the fruits of heavenly 
n -The time cometh, when whoſoever . 
| pry your will fbi that Ke Are Gop * 
nice. John xvi. 2. 


15 oe ” A dee religio ek ſuadere em? 
VIS. 
Seel dreadful ith * SUPERSTITION fpring { 


"Phe hiſtory of Popery furniſhes us 
1 numbericſs examples of this: let 
8 | the 


Ta. - 

the reader take the following from Dr. 
Gedde's Eras, vol i. p. 412, 413 where, 
ſpeaking of the execution of :; heretics: at 
an auto de it in Portugal; he de ſotibes the 
delight" with which, the crowd of ſpecta- 
tors behold the torments Which ard ad- 
miniſtered on the occaſion to the poor 
_ ſufferers, and then adds That the reatler 
% may not think, that this inhuman joy 
« may; be the effect of a natural truelty, 
that is in thoſe people's diſpoſition, and 
«« not of the ſpirit of their religion, he 
5 may reſt aſſured. that all public male- 
ec 1 beſides heretics, have their vio- 
« lent deaths ho Where more tenderly la- 
% mented. than among the ſame people. 
% and even when thert is nothing in in their 
«« deaths that appears inhuman. or-eruel-”*. 

By the way, We a ſtate of infatuation 

muſt we be in, en the door again 
for the Anion. d 1:Popery into this 
country, by repealing any part of thoſe 
ary laws which were made for its 
excluſion, l One ſhould think that this 
country had ſuffered enough from the 
ſpirit. —— temper above :deferibed, to make 
us {dread every ſeep! i which. can lead ta 
their re- admiſſion. To ſuppoſe, what 
many profeſs to believe, that Popery is 
not now juſt what it was in Queen Mary's 
days, is to ſuppoſe that Popery is not Po- 
pery; which is an abſurdity as great as to 
1 that a bing is not . Lol 
| oul 


1 
I ſhould aſk the reader's pardon for di- 
greſſing from the main point before us; 
which 1 truſt I ſhall eaſily obtain, when 
he r e W a 1 on ſu-- 
ton is led to the mention of Popery, 
ET is no other than a confluence of = 
As for the Popiſb laity, the ſcriptures 
are taken out of their hands, and they are 
left at the mercy of their prieſts (who are 
generally as ignorant * as themſelves) for 
the interpretation of their creed; this 
chiefly conſiſts in human tradition, and de- 
tached parts of the ſcripture, explained 
or ti ted as the church pleaſes, and 
made to prove any thing, or every thing, 
or not bing, as hr" wma per poſes 
of ſuperſtition and prieftcraft, and maintain 
their KY ute 3 over the un- 
derſtandings and conſcience of mankind. 
The Proteſtant church of England has diſ- 
tinguiſhed herſelf for her moderation, 
arrogating to herſelf no abſolute domi- 
nion in matters of faith over the conſtiences 
of ber children. She withholds no part 
of the ſcripture either from their eyes or 
ear puts the Bible into their hands, that 
they may ſearch for themſelves, and or- 
ders her miniſtert daily to read portions of 
it to the people, that thoſe who cannot 


8 v See be fore P · 107, No | * 4 ; 
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read, may bear the things of Gop, and 
Judge for themſelves. She tells us plainly 
in her Articles, that, Holy ſcripture 
* containeth all things neceſſary to ſal- 
vation, ſo that whatſoever is not red 
ce rein; nor may be proved thereby, is 
« not to be required of any man that it 
« ſhould be believed as an article of faith, 
* or be thought requiſite - or neceſfary to 
< ſalvation.” Art. 6.— And again, Art. 20. 
The church hath authority to _ 
* rites and ceremonies, and authorit | 
matters of faith ; and yet it is not lawful 
«« for the church. to ordain any thing 
that is contrary to Gop's word written, 
„neither may it ſo expound one place of 
« ſcripture that it be repugnant to ano- 
«« ther. Wherefore, though the church 
de a witneſs and keeper of holy writ, 
<< yet, as it ought not to decree any 
« thing againſt the fame, ſo, beſides 
7% X. ought it not to inforce any 
«« thing to be believed for neceſfity of 
e filpation;”* 

A more Anpentvel caveat againſt Juper- 
Hiition cannot eaſily be penned, nor is it in 
the power of language to form a more am- 
| > licence for free-en ry; if therefore 

hat has been Laid in e foregoing pages, 
ſhould be a means of obviating the jr 
and this by promoting the «ther, I ſhall 
think _ well paid for the __ 1 
have taken. 


L 144 ] 
As to the ſuperſtition of i imagining that a 
eburch-ſervice makes the marriage, and 
that without it no marriage 18 valid 9 
binding, or-Jawſul before Gop,, it is as 
vnſcriptural and abſurd, as it is miſchie- 
vous and ruinous to the weaker /ex.. There 
is not the leaſt trace of ſuch a thing either 
in the Old or New. Teſtaments; marriage, 
with reſpec to itſelf, and as between the 
parties, ſtood entirely upon the ſimple in- 
ſtitution of Gop, before prieſts or ſeruice- 
books exiſted; therefore nothing can be 
of the efſence of it, but what. God “ ap- 
__ _ * e cd * an there 


loro, 


0 Fon * 


_ Theciafination. of a mar ing may be found in 
thoſe words, Gen. i. 28. ruitful, and multi 5 
and repleniſb the earth. But that which conſtitütes 
it, 2s to the matter of it, in Gop's tight, is bis 
own.” ordinance delivered by Adam, Gen. ii. 24. 

In W327 WA WWRA p- E: ac nt. I Axor 
ſud, erunt in car nem unam. \ 

Qur tranflation—A man, Ke. 0% eb to” his 
wife-rgloes-,not convey the idea pf ghe Hebrew 
YWWRQ P21=—this is literally—fhall be Joined, or 2 
mented * xonAntuos]ai, Lxx. ). Ix his . 
they ball cromg (i. e. by this union) one is 
is the one, ſumple, divine ordinance, * 
tion reſulting from it is indiſſaluble; wherefore, faith, 

CHRIST——W Gonp hath joined. to gether let not man 

put afinder. The (ame thing is Wie ed in other 
9 7 Deut. xxii. 29.-- She hall le hit woman, or 
Wife, as e call it, n * 12 
BUMBLED HER— heomay nat þ e ws 
Jays. © Human Jaws or ey 'ean 9. 15 
more i« on this, than upon the riſing of ibs 
| ſun, or the flowing of the tide: theſe a nat mare 
fined and * than the other, 5 
5 he 
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CE IE 
fore, it is ſaid —J/aac brought her into his 
mother's tent, and took Rebekah, and ſhe be- 
came his wife, (Gen. xxiv. 67.) and when 
| Laban took Leah his daughter, and brought 
her to Jacob, and he went in unto ber. 
and when Laban gave him Rachel his 
daughter to wife alſo, and he went in 
alſo unto Rache theſe women ſeverally 
became the abſolute unalienable pro- 
perty of their huſbands, they became one 
feſb with them, and what Gop had thus 
joined together, no man could put afunder. 
Thus the matter ſtood on the fimple or- 
dinance of Gop, and thus, as in God's 
The more I have — the ſcripture, and ex- 
amined this point, the more fully am I convinced, 
even to demonſtration itſelf, that as Gon never 
appointed any other thing as the matter of baptiſm 
but water, poured or ſprinkled on the body, in the 
name of the HoLy TRINITVY (for I do not mean to 
enter into the diſputes about the meaning of rige! 
ſo he never appointed any thing as the matter of that 
union by which the man and woman become one 
fleſh, but the \nwNa paT—or, as our canon law 
phraſes it, carnal knowledge ; the very eſſence of 
which is expreſſed in the Hebrew, though perhaps 
our tranſlators thought it more decent to render it 
as they have done, without giving the 2 its literal. 
and uſual import. The rpooxoaaufnot]at mpos Tov 
yuvaize of the 1xx, and the TpagxoaanInoceler Th 
vt of Matt. xix. taken in connection with the 
x0Axwueves of Paul, 1 Cor. vi. 16. (as has been be- 
fore obſerved) amount to the ſame meaning, carry 
the ſame idea, if compared and interpreted by the 
Hebrew original. ; 
1 Vor. II. | L ö As ö 
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fight, it muſt ſtand for ever. The Jews, 
and all other nations, have ever looked 
upon, mrriage 4s an oecahion. ef feli. 
vity and rejoicing, and various rites. and 
_ ceremonies have been invented upon the 
occaſion ; ſo there have been with re- 
1 to baptiſm and the :LoRD's. ſupper 2 
but theſe, like all other ordinances of 
_ Gov, ſtand juſt were they did, and owe 
their whole importance and. validity to 
Gow's appointment, and are neither added 
to nor diminiſbed in theſe reſpects by any 
rites or ceremonies which men have in- 
vented to ſay otherwiſe is rank ſuper- 
—_—. | 5 
© Whether the primitive Chriftians had 
their marriages with each other ſolem- 
nized by a miniſter of the church, is a 
diſputed point among learned men. Mr. 


As for betrothment, eſpouſals, the payment of the 
n or dower, theſe were circumſtantials, and right 
and proper, as far as outward order and decency were 
concerned, but theſe were not the matter of the 
marriage; for, not only as in the caſe of our firft 
parents, but in many other inſtances in the ſcripture, 
marriage was where theſe were not. , HY 
Therefore to declare a marriage (though con- 
% ſummated by carnal knowledge) ipſo facto null and 
< void to all intents and purpoſes. whatſoever,” 
where ſome outward rite or ceremony of mere 
human invention is wanting, however it may ope- 
rate in a civil view, can be of no effect in God's 
ſight; otherwiſe the matter of the ordinance doth 


not conſiſt in Gop's appointment, but men's inven» 


tien s. | > 1 
A. welden, 


ea 

Selden, in his Us. Heb. 1. ii. c. 29. fayss 
it was ſometimes ſo done, at the deſire 
ti of the contracting parties, but they 
„% ,ere under no obligation by law ſo to 
% do, nor did any general cuſtom pre- 
<«- vail, ſo as to make it a general prac- 
« tice.” However, whether this was ſo 
or not, ' ſignifies not a ruſh, as there is 
nothing in the word of -Gop to warrant 

Archdeacon Reynolds, in his Hyftorical 
Eſſay on the Government of the Church of 
England, helps us to find out how this 
Jus came into the weſtern churches. 
p- 70. Contracts of marriage, with all 
its incidents, were long conſidered as 
«« rights of ſecular concern, and in the 
s tenth century the laws of the empire 
allowed the validity of marriages which 
< were made without /acerdotal benedictiom, 
or the intervention of the offices of the 
« church. But in the twelfth centurx 
Peter Lombard diſcovered the inſtitu- 
tion of ſeven Nee in the myſtical 
“ expreſſion of the ſeven ſpirits of Gon, 
* which he underſtood as an aſſurance of 
the /even-fold operation of the Spirit in 
% baptiſm—the ſupper f the Lo cn 
* firmation— penance — orders — matrunony 
“ —and extreme unction; and the church of 
** Rome ſoon countenanced his doctrine. 
N L 2 Ne "On 
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« This brought marriage, which was 
. originally of civil Juriſdiction, | under 
* ſpiritual cognizance- A little higher, 
the learned author obſcrves—*< The key 
* to the contradictory proviſions about 
| 5 marfiage, was, that the court of Rome 
&« was deſirous to have the ſcales of do- 
« meſtic peace in the Pope's hand, that 
t the legitimacy of children, and the ſuc- 
% ceſſion of families, ſhould depend upon 
«© his favour, that bs holineſs might ſepa- 
« rate whom no man ought to put aſun- 
der, or perpetuate conjunctions which 
% reaſon and religion forbid.” . _ 
This was oppoſed. by the Albigenſss &, 

thoſe early reformers; who taught, that 
« the. conſent, of a willing couple, with- 
% out the formality - of ſacerdotal bene- 
74 diction, made a /awful marriage.” — 
This was the doctrine which they taught 
in the territory of the Count of 7. boulouſe, 
and Fropageted here about I 17 5 


-* The Albigenſes were a ſect or party of 8 
about Thoulouſe and Albigeors in Languedoc, in the 
twelfth century, who diſtinguiſhed themſelves by 
their oppoſition to the diſcipline and ceremonies of 
the church of Rome. This drew down all manner 
of perſecution and reproach ;—the Papiſit charged 
_ them with hereſy, and loaded them with all the ca- 
lumnies that the moſt vindictive malice could in- 
vent —at laſt the ſtorm fell ſo heavily upon them, 


| that it ended in their en 1 Brough. Hiſt. 


18. Tit.” Albigenſes. 
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The 'Lollards * -* afterwards derbi Red, 
1 celibacy, the uſe of the ſeven ſacra- 
ments, and laid it down as ſound doetrine, 


that if a man and woman came toge- | 


«ther with an intention to live in wed- 
« loch, this intention is ſufficient; with- 
out paſſing through the forms of the 


«© church.” —This'"certainly was © ſound 


dhckrint, "becauſe agreeable to the word of 
GoD ;' where no other ceremony appears 


to have intervened, in order to confti- 


tute a lawful marriage before Goo. | 
Mr. Jacob, in his Law Dictionary, tit. 
Marriage, obſerves, that before the 
«time of Pope Innocent III. there was 
4 n ' folemnization of marriage in the 
„ church; but the man came to the 
% houſe where the woman inhabited, 
4 nd led her home to his own bonne; 


* The Lollards (of which uppealichs many def 
nitionsare given, See Maſbeim, vol. i. p. 744 · note u, 
edit Macl. ) aroſe in the fourteenth century, were 
charged with ** preaching openly many hereſies, 
„ blaſphemies, and ſcandalous defamings, quite con- 


© trary to the ſacred canons. and decrees of the holy 


father, and were perſecuted accordingly.—Pope. 
Boniface IX. in his Bull againſt them (ſee Fax, 
vol. i. 574.) did not deign to call them men, but 
« withered curnaldamnable ſhadows and ghoſts 
af men.“ Their crime was, that they were zealous 
for the word of Gor, and oppoſed: the lyes and ſu- 
perſtitions of the day—among other things, the in- 
e of the Pope with regard to marriage. 
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« which |, was all. che e. then 
6c uſed.” HE | 
The learned and 9681 80 Judge Black- 
tone, Comm. vol. i. p- 439. Quarto Edit 
obſerves, that—<* It is.held to de l 
28 marriage, that it be performed by a 
„ penſan in anders; though the intervention 
6c " a prieft to folemnize. this contract is 
** men Juris pſitivi, and not juris natu- 
3 rats aut diuini: it being ſaid that Pope 
« Innocent the third was the firſt who or- 
0 dained the celebration of marriage i in the 
* church, before whic'1 it was totally a 
05 civil contract. 1 do not cite theſe au- 
thoritics to eftabliſh. any article of faith 
upon the. ſubject, but merely as hiſtorical 
facts, and to ſhew how far Superſtition muſt 
prevail among us, when it is ſeriouſly be- 
lieved,! that no obligation of marriage is 
lawful, binding, or valid, in the ſight of 
Gong that does not owe its perfection to a 
ceremony which never exiſted e till the days 
of 4 pope of Rome, whoſe pride and ambi- 
tion led him to ordain it. When once 
Peter Lombard had found out that mar- 
a Was 3 * * ſacrament, the wrden 
| Oo 


It is to be remarked, that when we erb of 
Rome had turned marriage into a ſacrament, the words 
by which one of the real ſacraments was inſtituted, 
_ us to its adminiſtration, were to be borrewed in the 
| | ſolemnization | 


0 


| © = 1 
courſe; the belief of its abſolute nullity, 
without chis, was gradually” received by 
the 'people, grew. into an article of faith, 
and ſuperſtition has continued it amongſt 
us to this very hour. The olergy,-by this 
means, became poſſeſſed of -a freſh ſource 
of power and wealth; for, what with the 
fees, or eee, as they were more gently 
termed, for marriage itfelf, that is, for 
performing the ceremony, the publication 
of bannt, diſpenſations, and licences, it has 
proved a ſort of philſopher's * Bone. 


ST 2 


Still 


23 % 
6 * 
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ſolemnization of matrimony, and the council of Trent 
decxeed, that the pariſh prieft, having interrogatec 
the man and the woman, and heard their conſent, 
©© ſhall ſay—“ I join you in matrimony,, in the name 
__ of the Father, and -of the Son, and the Holy 
Ge.“ Comp. Matt. xxviii. 19. The church of 
England follows. this Popiſb precedent. very nearly; 
for the minifter, or prieft, is to ſay—** I pronounce 
<< that. they be man and wife together, in the name 
* 2 the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
„ Ghoſt.” OE TRE WIT PID, > 
* Softer, the fifteenth biſhop of Rome, at the end 
of the ſecond century, before the name and autho+ 
rity of Popes. were aſſumed, finding that appropriating 
marriage to the prie/ts, promiſed no ſmall revenue te 
the clergy, ordained, that no woman ſtiould be deemed 


have ſeen how this was extended and improved 
M . Et DO 
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in after ages; and we may obſerve, that in all the 
inſtances of cunning and policy wherewith churchmen 
have wrought: for the converſion, or rather perver- 
Fon, of Chriſtianity into a worldly. ſyſtem, which 
_ could gratify their pride, ſatiate their ambition, and 
fill their coffers, few are to be found which have an- 
ſwered the purpoſe: better, than turning marriag! 
into a ſacrament, throwing it entirely into the hands 
of prieſts, and laying it under the power and cog- 
nizance of eceleſiaſtical judges. r 
By theſe means, the church of Rome faſtened an 
additional bond on the underſtanding and conſciences 
of mankind, which gave riſe to lucratiye rites and 
ceremonies, diſpenſations, licences, and other modes 
of increafing the power and wealth of the church. 
-. "Theſe. were greatly enhanced by the introduction 
of impediments, which are not to be found in God's 
word, as well as of a power of diſpenſing with thoſe 
that are poſitively enacted there; inſomuch that Pope 
Martin V. gave a man 2 to marry with his on 
filter, as is obſerved by Angelus de Clauaſio, in a book 
called Summa Angelica, tit. Pope. Pope Pius IV. was for 
diſpenſing with the prince of Spain's marrying with his 
own aunt. And we have lately ſeen, if I miſtake not, 
the Pope's diſpenſing with the marriage of the 4:rg of 
Portugal with his own niece. Yet they hold it unlaw- 
ful for godfathers and gadmothers to intermarry, ei- 
ther with the parents or the baptized, by reaſon of 
a certain ſpiritual cognation which is invented between 
them. So the kindred which doth ariſe by the /- 
crament f confirmation, (ſee Brent, Counc. Trent, 
785.) but of no ſuch thing, of no ſuch relation, and, 
of courſe, of no ſuch impediment, do we read in the 
ſeripturGee. „ , $5.2 30 
2 — ſimplicity of marriage been adhered to as 
found in the ſcripture, matrimony had never deen 
worth a ſingle /ixpence to the church; but as matters 
have been + contrived by the church of Rome, and 
adopted in a great meaſure by Prote/tants, it may be 
ſaid of the Gyms it has produced, as is faid of SoLo- 
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-MoN's brazen Ve, "Y 1 Kings vii. 47. e 


the weight of the i Yaſs ſs found one A certain 15 ope might | 
| well exclaim 5 N RAS "LEI 


0 mite Profuit nobis het fable Crit #6 3 


| 7 — ching may be obſerved, which i is, that in all che | 
departures from Gop's word, either as to rituale or 
doctrinal matters, which have been made by the 
church of Rome, there is not one which does not 


ſound in damages, as our lawyers ſpeak, and which. 
does not tend to enrich the clergy. i - + 


They have uſually acted on the ptinciples a thoſe 
philoſo hers, - Aran the emptying of one 
8 e e may poiſi bly prove the filling of another; 
and they have found this. ſo uniformly. to anſwer; - 6 
experiments which have been tried on the reciprocal. 
connection between one man's. pocket and another's 
purſe, that what Horace has repreſented as the lan- 


uage of his day in Heathen e is 1 rl. 
cable to Rome bri lian. 


3 * 


O cives cives querenda pecunia priman - 
Virtus P/ nummos. 


Ye ſons of Rome, let money fr wn fought, 
Fi irtue is only worth a ſecond thought. . 


As our Prote/tant church has thought fit to adopt hang 
of theſe lucrative. contrivances, ſo, among the reſt, 
the buſineſs of marriage has, in its meaſure, not al- 
together been thought unworthy. of- its notice. Our 
account ſtands pretty much as follows, viz. 
810 publiſhing banns in the church, in moſt places, 
is one ſhilling. - 

To the accuſtomed. duty to the prieft and clerk, 
which is ordered to be /aid upon the ſervice-book during 
the ceremony. This, in moſt places, is fue ſbillingi 
to the prieſi—and to the clerk two ſhillings and Ar- 
pence making together, n of the banns, eight 
ſhillings and fixpence, | 
This mode of marriage SY SRO PF was: the 
invention of. Pope Innocent III. and IE fixed; 

| 33 with 
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with 9 for the Biſhop's diſpenſation, by the coun- 
eil ef Trent—uſually falls to the ſhare of the common 
or r ſort of people. 5 | 

hoſe who move in an higher ſphere uſually marry 
by licences, which, by carrying famps upon them, 
make a conſiderable branch of the public revenue 
one of theſe, if to marry in a church or chapel, coſts 
about one pound nine ſhillings, beſides the above ac- 
cuſtomed duty to the prieſt and cert, which on ſuch 
oceafions is dexbled, or turned into the better and 
more lucrative article: of —what you pleaſe. | 


- " 
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If we go higher ſtill, to the nobility, &c. who 
chuſe to marry in private houſes, they purchaſe an 
ab ſolution for fo — at the moderate price of ten 

guintat. Prieſt and elert as before. In ſhort Nil 
„ „ 15 2/40 Horny ND 
Tor money, b'ing the common ſcale 
Of things by meaſure, weight, and tale, 

In all th' affairs of church: and ſtate, 

*Tis both the balance and the weight. 

OS ORISSA. e hy 1 es. 
However, if all this related to a merely civil mat- 
ter, and people are content to ſubmit to it —very 
well; but there is mchief lurking under all this fair 
ſhew of decency and religious ceremony, which is 
horrible to conceive - for, without theſe things, mar- 
riages are declared to be iþſo facto null and void to all 
intents and purpoſes whatſoever, any law (even of Gon 
Himſelf!) to the contrary notwith/landing. 12 
The bond and obligation which ariſe ex aſſenſu & 
concubitu (but eſpecially from the /atter)—which are 
the only ſcripture-ingredients of marriage, as or- 
dained by JeEHoOvan HIMSELF, as making the 6: vo 
eic Capra par the twain one fleſh—are entirely ſet 
aſide; their living together is criminal, tho Gop 
has ſanctiſſed it; parting, and taking others, is 
lawful, though Gop has forbidden it. What is the 
legalizing ſuch divorces, but facere non peccatum de 
percata— making that not 7 which 7s ſo? What 
the ſtamping illegality and fin on ſuch an union, but 
0717 | 25 Facere 
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Still che ordinance of Gop was ſeen to 
be independent on all this, and to it 
aſide entirely, * Was then too hard een 
2 irfelf (though we have lived to 

ſee it done in this enlightened age byia 
| Britiſh: panliament; therefore the Jaws! of 
the empire held, as our eccigfigſtical lauis do 
to this day, that ſuch a coming together 
on a previous contract, antecedently to 
the ceremamy, was a marriage de adio 9, 
or in fut, but not de qure, was not n l 
ful marriage, as to vals. purpoſas, till 
the | pricff: had executed that office which 
the Pope had aſſigned him, on the ſtrength 
of Peter Lombord's monſtrous interpre- 
. the ven Spirits of Gop.” 

In order to preſerve and increaſe ſuch 
an acquiſition of power and wealth to the 
church, a ſtop was to be put to private 
bat rial which * n in en 

3907 © 12 


Jacere peccatum de non peccato—making that ſinful 
which is not ſo:— This, from the pen of a Bellarmine, 
as the prerogative of the Popes of Rome, is a Juſtly- 
abhorred blaſphemy this, enacted by a Britiſb par- 
liament, is the law of a Proteſant country! 


This was afterwards os I 563) e 
the council of Trent. ow 


98 See before vol. i. p-. 30. 6 

1 Tertullian, who lived in os * century, and 

who fell into the errors of Montanus, writes thus: 

Penes nos, occultæ guagqus conjunttiones,. i. e. nan privs 

apud eccleſiam profeſſæ, juxta mchiam judicari peri- 

clitantur. TERTr. de Pudic, c. logs « Among us, Clan» 
F105) 7 "7 deſtine 


166 
to the nen of the craft; therefore the pub- 
lication of 4anns was inſtituted in the be- 
ginning of the 13th century, and alſo va- 
rious inventions in order to legitimate 
the iſſue of concubinary parents, as they 
called all thoſe . came together only ac- 
cording to the ordinance of Gon; one of 
which may ſerve as a ſample of the reſt. 

The ceremony was, that the parents, 
< with the ſpurious iſſue between them, 
4 had a cloak or coverlid caſt over them, 
* -while- the prig was performing the 
*©'maſs or office of matrimony, and as ſoon 
60 _ EY the Fara mother 
«© was delivered of a /uſty infant —_ co- 
« verture and in matrimony. Reynolds, 71. 
Thoſe who could — that this ridicu- 
lous farce could make any difference, ei- 
ther in the ſtate of the parents, or in that 
of the child, before Gon, may alſo believe 
that a man and woman who come together 


<< deſtine joinings together, NEE is to'fay, ſuch as 
*<-are not firſt openly profeſſed before the church, 
«© are in danger of being judged little better than 
4 whoredom.”” — The learnel for Father faith well—penes 
nos—among 10. for no trace of ſuch a thing is to be 
found in the ſeripture. Thus early did that my/tery 
f iniquity begin to work, which in after times made 
o conſiderable a qt of eccleſiaſtical tyranny over the 
conſciences of men, by rendering the interpoſition of 
praefts eſſentially wo fc to marriage, as to its va- 


lidity and obligation in the ſight of Goo. Fhus was 
a foundation laid for the deſertion and ruin of n 
r W. * defore — i. 9, 10. 


b accordin g 


a 
according to the ordinance of Gon, are the 
more man and wiſe in God's ſight, after a 
prieſt has ſaid maſs, or red over a ceremony, 
than they were before—both theſe opinions 
are equally abhorrent from the truth of 
the ſcripture, one being no more to be 
proved thereby than the ozher. The Popiſn 
council of Trent put the finiſhing ſtroke 
to the whole plan, by ſolemniy and piouſſy 
curſing⸗ — 5 who ſhould condemn the 
*<, benedifions and other ceremonies,” or that 
«« fhould deny matrimonial cauſes to mo 
« long to eccigſiaſtical judges.” + 
We have now ſeen the birib, parentage 
and education of marriage-ceremony, as 
pending on ecclefraſiical eſtabliſhment, and 
of men's taking upon themſelves to in- 
terfere with the authority and validity of 
the divine ordinance of marriage, which 
ſimply conſiſts in the union of the male and 
Female, and Gop's pronouncing them ene 
2/þ; thus is Gop faid to join them toge- 
ther, and therefore it is, that no want of 
a human ceremony can ever put them afun- 
der. This is truly and properly the mar- 
riage- comtract, or rather the very marriage 
 Utlelf—berrothment may precede it, eſpou- 
Alt may go before it; but whether they 
do or not, this 16, as it ever was, and ever 
will be, marriage in the ſight of Gop. All 
beyond this is matter of ceremony, de- 
Cency, 


„ee 
eency, and prudence; I do not pretend 
to ute the * expediency of ſuch things; 
they are, and may, and muſt be binding, 
as to the dowrzes of. ive. the legitimation 
of children in a a9! view—their inberit- 
ing eſtates and honours, and in ſuch- like 
caſes: but with reſpect to God's inſtitu- 
tion, it remains as and where it did, and 
fo muſt remain, without any poſſibility of 
receiving the leaſt alteration, or being at 


all ſubject to the diſpoſal or inventions of 


prieferaſt and — Therefore it 
continues a truth 1 written in wy | 


S254, eee in performing a marriage-cere- 
mony, does not confer any right or privilege on the 
parties which they had not before from nature; but 
only, in a public manner, witneſſes and authenti- 
cates the public declaration they make, of having 
entered into a matrimonial agreement according to 
the laws and cuſtoms of the country. Thus, whe- 
ther the ceremony be performed by a clergyman, or, 
as it formerly was, and ftill is, in many parts of the 
globe, by the civil magi/trate, neither the act of the 
clergyman or magiſtrate convey any right, but enter 
on public record the recognizance of ſuch parties en- 
tering, with mutual conſent,” on the exerciſe of a 
right which they have by nature :—as when an heir at 
law ſucceeds to an eſtate, the ceremonies cuſtomary 
in the country where he reſides, at entering him heir, 
— ey to him no new right to that eſtate, but only 

licly declare, and manifeſt to his country, thar 
be has entered on the uſe of that eſtate, by virtue of 
his inherent right as heir to it by nature. See Alex- 
ander, Hiſt. om. vol. Th 259. 
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oracles. of Gop,. that where; parties come 
together... under promiſe and intention off 
marriage, ſuch promiſe and intention can 
never be retracted by the parties them 
ſelves, nor diſſolved by any power- on 
earth, without doing violence to the . 
preſs and poſitive law of Gon. Nay I walk 
0 farther, and ſay, that though there be 
no promiſe or intention of marriage, yet 
if a man entice a virgin, or, without pre- 
vious enticement, meet with ber and nuNH.- 
BLE HER, the ſhall for that reaſon be his 
wife ; he may not put ber away all his days. 
Comp. Exod. xxii. 16. Deut. xxii. 28, a9. 
Were theſe truths as indelibly received, 
written, and believed within the conſcience. 
as they ought to be- 


80 many of the ſex would not, in ih, © © : 
„ Of faithleſs men, and broken vows, e ö 


4 4 
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A man would no more dare to ſeduce a 
virgin, and then abandon her, than he 
would dare to murder her; as he would be 
convinced that the law of: God as really 
forbids the former as it does the latter. ic 
theſe oh commandments were, as they, 
ou rht to be, the law'of the land, the ma- 
g&ifirate, as in J1ſrael, would have ſuth 
power of cozrcion in every caſe, as would 
render the deſigns of villainy, and the ma- 
n of e * 


Till 
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Till this happy time arrives, we may 
lament, but cannot remedy, the dreadful 
evils which attend /edu#707 and dereliction, 
and, in the pathetic words of the Preacher, 
ſay—80 T returned, and conſidered all the op- 
 preſfions that are done under the fun: and be- 
hold the tears of ſuch as were oppreſſed, and 
#hey had no comforter ; and on the: fide of the 
oppreſſor there was power, but they (the 
oppreſſed) had no comforter. Eccl. iv. 1. 
As to the ſuperſtition which condemns 
polygamy, and perſuades men to believe 
that our SAviouk called it adultery—as it 
is the parent of an error fatal to the female 
fex, fnſomuch that if a man already mar- 
ried entices a virgin, &c. he is to think 
himſelf bound to abandon her, contrary 
to the poſitive command of Gop—lI-muſt, 
in this place, ſay ſomething — 
that ſubject. 
This ſpecies of fuperſtition is like that 
which among the primitive Chriſtians and 
fathers of the church was held in high 
eſteem and veneration, and which repro- | 
bated ** ſecond marriages as little better 
«« than adultery,” without all foundation 
whatſoever, from the ſcripture, when 
Wot underſtood. The Old Teſtament 
often * mentions Peg, but e 
as 


ue firſt inftatice recor, 'ed of His is that of 
Lamech, 
7 


( $64 J 
has been fully proved, with the leaft 
mark of diſapprobation or diſallowanee 
though often practiſed, and this openly 
and avowedly, by thoſe whom the New 
02.590 | 1 -- Teſtament 
Lamech, (ſee before, vol. i: 147, 153.) a cotempo- 
rary with Adam, and only fix perſons from him in 
a direct line (ſee Gen. iv. 17 19.) about 129 years 
after the creation of the world; a period too incon- 
ſiderable in point of time, conſidering the longevit 
of mankind in thoſe days, to leave us the lea 
room to imagine, that what had been pronounced 
of Adam on the ſubject of marriage, as recorded 
en. ii. 24. and by him doubtlefs delivered to his 
children, was either miſunderſtood 'or forgotten. 
Le Clere, on Gen. iv. 19. is far from condemning 
Lamech, as ſome have done—his words are, Hine 
«© porro an primus Foavyeu© fuerit Lamechus 
c non ſatis conſtat; nec #eAvyaue co initio magis 
« yituperari potuit, quam fratrum & fororum dam- 
«© nantur matrimonia. - Sive enim humani gene- 
4 ris hoc poſtulaverit propagatio ; ſeu earum, quas 
& duxit Lamechus alteri alius vir non fuerit, cui 
© collocaretur, mulieribus viros numero ſuperan- 
„ tibus; ſeu quzcunque alia fuerit cauſa in tanta 
„ hominum raritate, Moſes quod multis poſt ſæculis 
<« gentis ſuz factitarunt ſanctiſſimi patriarchæ, 
«© Lamecho vitio vertere non potuit. 
„From hence it does not ſuffciently- appear, 
* whether Lamech- was the firſt polygamiſt; nor 
« could polygamy, in that early time of the world, 
<© any more found fault with, than the marriage o 
c brothers and ſiſters be condemned. Whether the 
<< propagation of the human kind might require this 
«© —or one of the women whom Lamech married, 
had no other man to whom ſhe might be given 
< in. marriage, the women then exceeding men in. 
VoL. II. M numbers 


„ 
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' Teftament ſets forth as examples of 
faith. and holineſs (Heb. vi. 12. Heb. xi. 
throughout, with Heb. xii. 1.) yet never 
in any one fingle inſtance condemned: 
Laws are made for its regulation, to eſta- 
bliſh the inheritableneſs of the iflue, to 
prevent partiality in the diſpoſal of the 
polygamiſt's effects among the children 
which he might have by 749 wives, and 
to forbid his for/aking or even ſligbting 
a firſt wife, if he took a ſecond to her. 
The New Teſtament never mentions it at 
all, either as good or bad: therefore our 
laws againſt it, or opinions about it, can 
no more make it /inful,, than the filly no- 
tions of the primitive Chriſtians and fa- 
thers, could make it little better than 
% adultery* for a man to marry a ſecond 
wife after the death of his f, or than 
the laws of Rome can make it inful to 
deny five of Peter Lombard s ſeven ſacra- 
ments, or in a prieſt to marry at all. It 
is not in the power of men to invent ſins, 
and then charge them upon the conſei- 
ences of their fellow-mortals to their 
+ condenfination before Gop: — the aſſum- 


e numbers or whatever elſe might be the caſe in 
« ſuch a ſcarcity of men — Moſes could not turn 
& that into a crime, which the mo/t holy patriarchs 
& of his nation practiſed afterwards for many 
* ages.” HEN | | f 


1 , ing 
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ing this, is a part of that Jpiritual wick- 
edneſs in heavenly things (Eph. vi. 12.) 
which has long diſtinguiſhed: the mother 
of 'harlots and abominations of the earth. 
Rev. xvii. 5. It may be looked upon as 
one ſtriking evidence of the P 1 bs "bin 
the man of fin, deſcribed 2 Theff. ii. 3 
for it is oppoſing and exalting himſelf. JS 
all that i is called Gop, or that is worſhip- 
fed; it id, as Gon, ſitting in the temple 
of .Gop, ſhewing himſelf that he is Gov. 
How jhall I curſe whom Gor hath 
not curſed 1 Or how ſball I defy whom the 
' Lorp: hath not. defied ?—was the ſaying 
of a man that had: his eyes open. Numb. 
xxii. 31. XXill. 8. xxiv. 4; but thoſe 
whoſe eyes are blinded by ſuperſtition, or - 
faſt .c/o/ed by prejudice, will take upon 
themſelves to do what Balaam, daring 
and wicked as he was; would not: pre- 
ſume to do. The anſwer which he gave 
to Balak's meſſengers, when they im- 
portuned him to come and curſe Mael, 
was a good precedent for us to follow, 
whenſoever we deliver our opinion on 
the laufulneſs or unlawfulneſs of any ac- 
tions of men, where conſcience towards 
 Gop is immediately concerned; and in- 
deed it ought to be the language of all 
our laws, both of church and ſtate “ If 
* Balak would give me his houſe full of 
M2 - . filver 


[ «Ge F 
&« filver and gold, IT cannot go beyond the 


any commandment 25 the Lok p, to do either 
own mind; but what . 


* the Lord faith, that will I ſpeak. * 


*© good or bad o 


Compare Numb. xxii. 5, 6. with xxiv. 
13. However, we are aſſured that the 
4500 can Tees ſhall not come. Prov. xxvi. 
22. Therefore though a man ſhould be 
5 85 at a ſtake for denying foe of the 

Pop: ie ns, and. is, us * "be rec- 


koned 


C Fe muſt confeſs chit L . ever * over 


thoſe words of the Te Deum without an heart-felt_ 


ſatisfaction “ Ve believe that Thou ſhalt come to be 
* our judge.” How ſtrangely. contradictory are 
the judgments of men on one another | how much 


under the power of error, ee prejudice, and 


reſentment! The ſame man ſhall be canonized as 2 
faint by ſome, and Cur fel, as an Heretic and po 
by others. 

The canon of St. Vi or calls Luthera falſe * 
er and an apoſtate, and him and his en 
ers heretical anti chris. 2 

The writings of the Proteſtants extol them as re- 
formers of the Chr; i/tian church, and revivers of the 
great truths of the goſpel. 


The Romani/ts ſay, that Luther. died ſuddenly in 


a drunken fit, and went to hell ſome of them, that 
he was flown away with by the devii—A eee, 
ſublatum fuiſſe aſſerunt. 


Quirinus Cnoglerus has obſerved, in his Lutheran | 
Creed, that he had ſeen a little Gr book written 


in praiſe of Sainr Martin Luther, which contained 


at large the legend of this new Saint, canonized 


by the Proteſtant miniſters in Germenys, wherein 
Were theſe Words— 5 


Ix 
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| koned a martyr and a ſaint ; or another 
be. hanged for having two wives at @ time, 


ny be 8 very oe” an ; ba 
tne 


1 In Vita FETERNA, 
Carers haber primas, habeas tibi P AULE An, 
At boca poſt illas tertia, LUTHER: habet. 


In LITE ETERNAL, | 

nis er has the firſt, and Paul the ſecond place, 
'The SHANE is juſtly by our LuTHER claim'd. 

See. Gen. Dick. Hiſt. and Crit. 


vol. vii. p. 247, 259. 


een years before Luther's death, he was ta- 


ken very ill, inſomuch that his life was deſpaired of. 
The Papi not only gave out that he was dead, 
but actually publiſhed the following curious account 
of his bath which, for the entertainment of the 
reader, and as a ſample of Mage veracity, I will 
here tranſcribe. 
« A horrible and e f miracle, which 
„ Gop, evermore to be praiſed, 3 in the 
ce filthy death of Martin Luther, damned body 
<< and ſoul, been pleaſed to ſhew for the glory 
c of JESUS CHRIST, and towards the amend- 
% ment and comfort of the godly. 


„When Martin Luther was taken ſick, he de- 
“ fired the body of our Loxp to be communicated 
** unto him; which having received, he ſoon af- 
6 ter died. When he found the _ of his life 
** drawing on, he deſired that they would lay his 
*© corpſe upon an altar, and that paying thereto 
divine Mrs they ſhould — it. But 
*.Gop at laſt, ut a period to his horrible 
6 errors, admeniſh the people by a mighty mi- 
& racle to abſtain from that impiety, which the 
6“ ſaid Luther had brought in: for his body being 
es laid into the graye there aroſe ſuch a "ks 

M 3 tumult 
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the curſe 5 the Papiſis could not in- 
jure the ft, nor the bad opinion of 
Papiſts all Proteflants united, in the 
leaft affect the /econd. Both would fall 
by the hand of ſaperſtition— both teſtify 
the horrors of its aſcendency aver the 
minds of 'men—both fland or fall to bis 
own _ 05 Rom, XIV. 4. 
7 5. horror, and earthquake, as if the foun- 
tions of the world had been ſhook, ſo that all 
. 5 were at the funeral were ſtruck with 
© amazement. But Jifting up cheir eyes, they ſaw 
e the holy. % hanging in the air” [this yeu muſt 
ſuppoſe. ta be the bot be received latel 75 which would 
not vauchſafe ta remain in ſuch a. vile heretic's body.] 
* Therefore, with great devotion of mind, we 
took the moſt holy hoſt, and laid it up in a lacre 
<« place; which, being done, the helliſh clatter 
4 ceaſed to be heard; but the night following, 
there was a more frightful noiſe about Luthers 
ws tomb than before, which raiſed the whole city, 
6 aſtoniſhed and half dead with fear : therefore in 
„the morning they opened the grave, in which 
* the, deteſtable body of Luther was laid, but 
% found therein neither body nor bones, nor any 
of the cloaths, but a helliſh ſtench of brim- 
ſtone coming out of the grave, that almoſt 
„ choaked all that came near it. With which mi- 
<< racle very many being affrighted, have amended 
their lives, to the honour of the Chriſtian faith, | 
and glory of Fefus Chriſt.” 
bie curious writing, with Luther's anſwer to it, 
is to be found in Lonicerus's Theatrum Hiſtor icum, 
fol. 246: and in ft. of Popery, vol. ji. p. 316. 
After conſidering theſe, and many other inſtan- 
ces which might be gives who, that values the 


peace 
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On the contrary, let us remember, 


that there is a curſe which is nor cauſeleſs, 


and therefore 201 come—no canons either 
of the ancient or modern chriftians—no 
human laws, inventions, cuſtoms, or 
opinions will keep it off, or ſoften its 
rigour ; for it is written in the New Teſ- 


tament as well as in the Old Teſtament 
0 urſed is every one that continueth not in 


ALL things which are written in THE 
BOOK OF THE , LAW to do them. The 
man who takes a virgin into his Pale Mon, 


peace of his own 11 8 Foal himſelf, 
where truth is concerned, a fingle inſtant about the 
re s of ignorant mortals, either one way or the 
en Fit Well 
thing jo ire ſmalleſt—leaſt—either in it- 
ſelf, or in my concern about it) to be judged of you or 
U mans judgment—but be that judgeth me is the 
ORD. 1 Cor. iv. 3, 4. That ſame Logpd will 
judge us—therefore, 10 know his will, and to do it, 
ſhould ſuperſede all other concerns whatſoever. 
Then I believe it will trouble us, as little as it 
now troubles honeſt Luther and his -fellow-la- 


bourers, whether our fellow mortals curſe or ca- 


nonixe us. — to the ſuffrages of men 


All your Philoſophers agree, 
And prove it plain, that one may * 
A heretic, or true believer, | 
MN Wr or n * a river. © 
7 10 + Paton” 8 _— Canto II. 


Tena 


ſaid Paul Mith me it is à very ſmall 
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and then forſakes and abandons her, let 
his own ſituation be what it may (the 
Jaw makes no difference) will find, that 
nothing gan vacate the obligation of the 
divine commands, Exod. xxii. 16. (comp. 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29.) which declare that he 
ball R RLY ate ber to be his wife. The 
words MAND? AND are an emphatical re- 
du plication dotando dotabit— endowing 
he ſball - endow ber — which expreſſes 
the poſitive certainty that it h and 
muſt be ſo: like Gen. ii. 17. n 9 
moriendo morieris— dying thou ſhalt die; 
which we, according to our idiom, well 
tranſlate Bu Hall ſurely die. We may 
give much the ſame reaſon for the re- 
duplication of the words in theſe paſ- 
ſages, as Jgſeph gave for the doubling 
Pharaoh's dream, Gen. xli. 32. —For that 
the dream wwas doubled unto Pharaoh twice, 
1770 7s BECAUSE THE THING IS ESTA= 
BLISHED. BY GoD, and Gop will ſhortly 
bring it to paſs." Equally plain and cer- 
tain, and even more explicit, is that of 
Deut. xxii. 29. Firſt; we have the com- 
mand itfelf— She ſhall be his wife : Se- 
condly, the reaſon—Becauſe. he hath hum- 
bled ber Thirdly, the nd: ſolubility of the 
poſitive obligation arifing  therefrom—He 

may. not put her away all bis days. To re- 


eh theſe things, <obich are written in 
the 


„ 
the law, with our opinions and ſyſtemg- 

of matrimony, is impoſſible ; theſe laws 
are evidently explanatory of the pri- 
mary law of marriage, ours contradictory 
thereto ; for no contradiction can be more 
apparent, than that which arifes between 
a law, commanding marriage on the ſim- 
ple terms of the original infſtitution—be- 
cauſe he has humbled her—and thus be- 
come one fleſh—and a law prone 
marriage but on complicated terms of 
human invention, and even making vard, 
to all intents and purpoſes whatfeever, - 
the obligation which reſults merely from 
the divine command. When we farther 
conſider this to be the caſe, in a coun+ 
try where the people profeſs a belief of 
the Bible, and who read theſe laws over 
in the public congregations of the ga- 
bliſhed church once in every year, we 
ſurely ought to lament the reign of fu- 

 perſittion in the conſciences of men, 
who pray to Gop to wrife His laws in 
their hearts, and yet contentedly live un- 
der and embrace a ſyſtem as oppoſite to 
thoſe laws, as light to darkneſs. How 
can we caſt a ſtone at the Papiſts, for 

_ ſtriking the ſecond commandment out of 
the Decalague, while we ourſelves ſtrike 

| theſe commandments out of the book 
of the lau? May not they ſay to me 
| p bY 2 
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Ye hypocrites, firſt .caſt the beams out of 
your own eyes, and then ſhall ye ſee clearly td 
Pull out the motes which are in our eyes? 

By theſe laws no man can zake a virgin, 
and then abandon her; by our laws a 
man may take an Hundred, and abandon 
them all :—By the fr, therefore, prof= 
titution is e eee the /econd it is 
a natural conſequence ;. for by the one it 
never can happen, by the other it does, 
and muſt happen every day. g 
HFence it follows, that the ſeduction of 
virgins by Angle men, who afterwards 
put them away becauſe they will not marry 
them publicly—and by married men, 
who cannot if they would—may be looked 
upon. as. the two flood-gates of female 
ruin and miſery : nothing can ever put a 
ſtop to their deſtructive deluge, but the 
abrogation of ſuperſtitious laws and cuſ- 
toms, and the reſtoration of the divine 
plan of ſecurity and protection, which is 
ſo clearly revealed, ſo poſitively com- 
manded, by the Gop of heaven. 

Perhaps ſome will be ready to ſay, 
that, if virgins will deliver up their 
ry perſons to men without the ceremony 
«« firſt paſt, but more eſpecially to mar- 
„ ried men, where they know the ceremony 
% cannot paſs, do they not deſerve to 
« ſuffer | ET 9 if om haſt found 

| | 9277 we 


„ 


this /evere queſtion preſenting itſelf to 
thine imagination, as, if thou art one of 
thoſe who are wiſe in their own eyes, and 
prudent in their own fight (IL. v. 21.) 
truſting in zhy/elf that * art righteous, 
Kc. (Luke xviii. 9.) it may have done 
more than once, in the peruſal of theſe 
pages — let me adviſe thee to lay down 
my book, and take up a berter; turn to 
Joon viii. 3. and read attentively to ver. 

12.—conſider deeply that ſhort hiſtory 


which is recorded there, weigh well the 


circumſtances, mark the characters, a 
ply what is ſaid ver. 7. to thyſelf, and if 


thou findeſt thyſelf inclinable to retire 


with thoſe Scribes and Phariſees, leaving 
the objects of thy contempt and bitter 
ſcorn to the mercies, the tender mercies 
of the Gop who made them, knowing 
that thou thyſelf art alſo in the ſame 
condemnation— well: if otherwiſe, let me 
aſk thee—Ts thine eye evil becauſe Gop ts 
good ? (Matt. xx. 15.) If He who knoweth 
whereof we are made hath graciouſly 
provided againſt the fad and ruinous 
conſequences of human frailty, even as 
to this world, by enacting poſitive laws 


in order to prevent them, where they 


muſt fall the heavieſt, and of courſe 
moſt need prevention, is it for thee to 
find fault with ſo gracious a diſpenſa- 

tion, 
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„„ bd 


3 (498: 
tion, not conſidering that thou thyſelf 
art a monument of the like mercy? For 
if Gop had faid concerning thee, what 
I ſuppoſe thee to have been ſaying con- 
cerning others; had He made no pro- 
viſion in His providence that thou 
mighteſt eſcape the conſequences of 
thine own frailty, where hadſt thou now 
been ? — not cenſuring and condemning 
others, but thyſelf condemned to irretriev- 
able miſery, involved in inextricable ruin! 
Make not then thyſelf wer and Holier 
than Gop; but lament the ravages of 
luſt, ſeduction, and proſtitution; let thine 
eyes (like the P/almift's} guſh out with 
water, becauſe men keep not Gop's law, 
Pf. cxix. 136. Prayer-Book tranſlation. 
I fay not this as allowing it poſſible 
for human laws cuſtoms, and opinions, 
to make any thing finful, which Gop's 
law hath not made ſo; n is the tranſ- 
greſſion of the law—where there is no law 
there is no tranſgreſſion—nor is fin impu- 
ted where there is no law. Thus ſpeak the 
ſcriptures, as we have before obſeryed ; 
but if /uper/tition binds heavy burdens, and 
grievous to be borne, and lays them upon 
men's ſhoulders, the conſcience muſt groan 
under the preſſure, till the weary and 
beavy laden are releaſed, by the friendly 
and beneficent hand of divine truth. - Ta 
% BE tay 
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ſay that a virgin, who delivers herſelf 
into the poſſeſſion of the man of her 
choice, with an intent to become hig 
wife, ſins in ſo doing, unleſs an outward 
ceremony of man's device be firſt per- 
formed, is to ſay what the Bible has no 
where ſaid: all that Gop fays in ſuch a 
caſe is, that they ſhall be one fleſb, and 
that /be. ſhall be the mans wife — be may 
not put her away all his days. So that all 
contrivances which hinder the operation 
of this law, are not only ſo many ſnares 
laid for the conſcience, which may en- 
thrall and bring it into ſubjection to the 
pride and arrogance oſ man, but are big 
with every miſchief which the DplvixE 
LAw was enacted to prevent. | 
The infamy, which, by this means, 
is ſtamped on ſuch an act, has occaſioned 
the murder of as many infants, by the 
hands of their mothers, in this Chr iſtian 
country, as were probably ſacrificed to 
Moloch in the fame ſpace of territory, by 
the hands of the heathen prieſts. l 
If, in conſonance with the pivins - 
L Aw, ſuch an act was deemed to create 
an indiſſolublèe union between the parties, 
and the public recognition of it was to be 
inforced in every inſtance, as under the 
law of Mgſes, this mark of nfamy would 
be removed, and, together with it, 2 
RE *. 1 . O 
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of the moſt horrid of all temptations 
to one of the moſt unnatural and dread- 
ful of all crimes. 

. When Tamar is arguing with the in- 
ceſtuous Amnon againſt his unhallowed 
attempt upon her chaſtity (2 Sam. xiii.) 
the might well fay—*< And I, whither 
& ſhall F cauſe my ſhame to 07 for ſuch an 
act was directly againſt the poſitive Jaw 
of God, Lev. xviii. 9.—but where is the 
authority from ſcripture to ſtamp the 
fam) of whoredoin on the exerciſe of 
that right, with which every woman is 
inveſted by the Gop of nature, for the 
propagation and continuance” of the hu- 
man ſpecies ; T mean, that of beſtowin 
her * perſon on the man of her. choice! ? 


4 


To ſay—“ This i is 2 befots the ceremony, 
<« but lau ful after the ceremony,” is to attribute a fort 
of power of moral tranſulſlantiatian, either to the 
prieſt, or to the ceremony, or to both: not very un- 

Fe that power in the church of Rome, of changing 
one ſubſtance into another. Io imagine, that, that 
which is evil can become good by any invention or 
power in man, is not leſs abſurd,. than to ſuppoſe, 
that a little flour and water becoming a waer by the 
art of the baker, can become the body, fleſh, and 
bones of a man by the art of a prieſt. See before, 
vol. i. 45—47+ vol. ii. 156, 157, 158. n. Conſider 
the wark of GoD, ſaith the Preacher, for who can 

make that STRAIGHT which He hath made CRook- 
ED? —i. e. that GooD which He hath. made EvII, 
or that EVIL which He hath made coop? Ecel. 
vii. 13. with Eccl. i. 15. | 
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Having once done this, if ſhe goes to 
another (living the firſt) ſhe- is DON Y 
an adultereſs ; if ſhe falls into the prac- 
tice of promiſcuous intercourſe, going 
from one man to another, as' luſt, or gain, 
or hire, may prompt, ſhe is an Harlot, or 
wore, in the true ſenſe of the word 
uu or Tovy, and under the: law would 
have been put to death - but in the other 
.caſe, we have no more {SCRIPTURE Ab- 
THORITY to call her an whore,” or to 
ſtamp the leaſt infamy upon her, than 
the pious people at . had for 
floning a certain young lady of quality 
to death, for being ſuſpected to have 
Jaſted on a Sunday. See Comm. on Eſay 
on Crimes and Puniſbments, chap. iii. All 
theſe things originated from the ambi- 
tion and avarice of the clergy in the mid- 
dle ages; who, to lay the reſt of the 
world under contribution in the buſineſs 
of marriage, as well as in many other 
particulars, made it into a SACRAMENT, 
obſcured the real nature and eſſence of 
it, and wreſted it out of the hands of 
the civil power, as to the outward and 
| bhic recognition of. it, to ſecure it to 
| En after which a man and 
woman could not marry but for the 
emolument of the church. A new- 


e 


1979 married 
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married coup were not ſuffered to coha- 
bit for a give time, unleſs they paid the 
church for a Yiſpenſation, nay, a man was 
not allowed ian burial, unleſs he be- 
thing to the church. — In 
ort, a m could neither come into 
continue in it, nor go out 
ff „ Ja late writer has well ob- 
ſetyed, Without being laid under con- 
AItribution by the clergy. See Alex. 
Hiſt. of Women, vol. ii. 230. 1 
Were o flaws what they oug ht to be, 
were they ounded on the bas of the 
DIVINE I, they would come in aid 
of female Wreſs; they would reſcue the 
poor deſei d object of thie man's ingrati- 
tude and bene. from that unautho- 


rized reg hach, which is found ſo fatally 
intolerab by the weakneſs: of the Female 
mind; an lay the whole infamy and in- 
conveniq e, whatever theſe might be, 


on the 
affectio 64 

I hay before ſaid e on Deut. 
XXii. 21 but on farther conſideration of 
that p: ide. am convinced that the wo- 
man is ſaid to play the whore in 


ber far « houſe, cannot mean that her 
crime Wnliſted in giving her perſon to a 


man, without a marriage- ceremony red 
| over 


uty betrayer of an undeſerved 
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over het by a prieff—for no ſuch thing 
exiſted in 1frael- as the interference of 
priefts in marriage—nor was there any re- 
 ligious ceremony whatſoever upon the oc- 
caſion the only thing which looks like 
an outward ceremony, is the payment of 
the i or dower, into the hands of 
the father of the virgin — but even the 

want of this ceremony did not annul the 
marriage, or render the woman criminal, 
as appears from the caſe of the ſeduced 
virgin, Exod. xxii. 16. Who 18 not 
commanded to be put to death, as the 
woman is in the other caſe, and as every 
whore of the daughters of {ae was. 
Therefore, in order to render the fcrip- 
ture conſiſtent with itſelf, we muſt ſup- 
poſe that the woman was a betrethed vir- 
in, who, between her betrothment and 

er marriage with the man who fourd 
| ber not a maid, had given her perſon to 
another $- this in deceit of both—conceal- | 
ing her betrothment from the one, and 
her defilement from the other—thus play- 
ing the whore, and ſubjecting: herſelf to 
the law concerning d6etrothed damſels, 
who, if they ſuffered themſelves to be 
_ violated, were to be ftoned to death, (comp: 
ver. 23, 24.) where the man that /ay 20:75 
ber was alſo to ſuffteg, the fame. puniſh- 
Wr. II. "PE ment 
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merit—but as the man is not mentioned 
in this light, ver. 21. we muſt ſuppoſe 
that he was decezved, and had done it ig- 
norantly, therefore innocently ; for with 
regard to capital puniſhment, nemo ef? 


reus niſi mens fit rea. It is to be re- 


marked, in ſupport of the above inter- 
pretation, that the virgins, Exod. xxii. 16. 
and Deut. xxii. 28. have the addition of 
not betrothed. | 
Since I wrote the above; I * * 
ed into Biſhop Patrick, and am not a lit- 
tle ſatisfied with the interpretation above 
given of Deut. xxii. 21. as I find it ſo 
exactly ha- monizes with the ſentiments 
of that learned prelate. His comment 
is as follows — 

And the men of her city ſhal Aale ber 
* with ſtones till he die.] This was 
the puniſhment of ſuch adultereſſes, ex- 
cept only of a prięſt's daughter, who, 
if ſhe was guilty of this crime, was 


* burnt alive, Lev. xxi. 9. — and it 


cc 


plainly ſhews he ſpeaks here of a wo- 
man corrupted between the time of 
** her eſpouſals, and her huſband's com- 


% pleating the marriage; otherwiſe he 
could not have had this capital action 


64 C 


<* againſt her, &c. And this Maimonides 
« faith i in Seder Zerun that from Moſes 


5 | 3 to 
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„ 
« to his time; it was never doubted the 
« woman he here ſpeaks of was one that 
„ proved falſe to her huſband, "after 
e was' contracted to bim. 
The Biſhop, in one part off his note, 
ſeems to call it © fimple fornication,” if 
the virgin was entirely ſingle and diſen- 
gaged; which proves how prejudice will 
affect the minds even of learned and judi- 
cious perſons; for fornication, or whoredom, 
-n whether /mple or compound, was 
| death to the woman who was guilty of 
it; which is a concluſive proof that the 
virgins mentioned Exod. xxii. 16. and 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29. were not guilty of 
either, and, of: courſe, that none under 
the ſame predicament ought to be in- 
famouſly ſtyled whores, and driven to the 
deſperation of deſtroying themſelyes or 
their children,” or. both, or be driven 
out of all civil ſociety, to be vagabonds 
on the face of the earth ; but they ſhould 
be inveſted, by the laws of the land, 
with the undoubted right with which 
the laws of Gop inveſt them, and thus 
preſerved to their friends, the Pere, and 
themſelves. 
As for conſtience, or that faculty of 
Judging and determining on our own ac- 
mr 4d and thus excu/ing or  accufing our- 
| "2 ſelves, 
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ſelves, Rom, ii. 15.—it is a ſort of judge, 
| on whoſe. 7 2 cu thu ih the 9 
| or. miſery. of the human mind muſt 
| bs i depend, not only with reſpect to 
this world, but with reſpect alſo 5 that 
which is to come For if aur heart con- 
' demn us, God. is greater than our heart, 
and, knaweth all things —if our heart con- 
Amn us not, then have we confidence to- 
wards Gop. 1 John ti. 20, 24.—O0f 
1 what ſerious importance muſt it then 
be, that the deciſions and determinations 
of this awful tribunal ſhould be founded 
oj on the cleareſt and moſt incontrovertible 
| evidence? In this reſpect it may be ſaid 
| to have an advantage over all other courts 
| of judicature which we are acquainted | 
with, and that is, in having acceſs to 
teſtimony which cannot lye nor deceive, 
to-RECORDS OF ETERNAL TRUTH, de- 
livered to us, as it were, under the ſeat 
of Heaven ITSELT. Now let us ſuppoſe 
a judge ſeated on the bench—a criminal 
at the bar the jury ſworn—the witneſſes 
on both. ſides Wo and prepared to give 
their teſtimony his Lord/hip ſtops all 
| proceellings with—*< Gentlemen, F will 
proceed no farther, I will have none 
« of theſe witneſſes examined; the caſe 
< of the * at the bar is ſufficiently 


ec related 
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* related i in an article of ſuch a — 5 
«© paper, clearly ſtated in ſuch à Ble 
40 TS you: min acquit or — maps 
« according to theſe.” T believe the 
judge who could act thus, would be 
deemed very unfit to be entruſted with 
the lives and properties of his fellow 
ſubjects.—In this judge we fee a lively 
emblem of a miſtaken, mis-led, blinded 
conſcience, which ſuffers itſelf to decide 
on the lawftuheſt' or unlawfulneſs of any 
thing before God, and in His fight, from 
the maxims, pre} udices, laws; caſtoms, 
and'vulgar errors of fallible men; and not 
from the infallible wrirten teſtiinony of 
GoYy's moſt Hory'worRD—TF A be Spi- 
RIT that beareth witneſs, betmife the Spr- 
RIT 7s truth, 1 John v. 6. The not be- 
ing poſſeſſed of this authentic teſtimony 
of ſe mind and will of Gog, or not ad- 
verting to it, ſo as to make it the one 
rule of our judgment, in matters pertain- 
ing to the conference, puts the blind Heu- 
then and the ignorant Chriftzan upon a 
level. We are told in hiſtory, that te 
the Carthoginians were defeated by Aga- 
tÞybles, tytant of Sitdly, they imputed 
their misfortune to the anger 6f Saturn, 
who was one of their tutelar deities, and 
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this anger they imagined to have 8 
from à neglect which they had been 
guilty of towards Him, with. regard to 
the facrifices: which were offered him. 
In antient times it was uſual to ſacrifice 
children of the moſt noble families to 


him, but for ſome years paſt, in theſę 


ſacrifices, they had ſubſtituted children 
of mean extraction, ſecretly bought and 
bred up for that purpoſe, in the room of 
thoſe nobly. born. This they now confi- 
dered as à departure from the religion of 
their forefathers, and conſequentiy were 


_ conſcious of having given their Deity 
juſt cauſe of offence; + To expiate the 


guilt. of ſo. horrid an impiety, a ſacrifice of 
200 children of the firſt rank was made to | 
the bloody God; and above 300 other per- 
ſons, in a 1 775 of their dreadfal neglect, 
voluntarily offered themſelves as victims, 
to pacify, by the effuſion of their blood, 
the wrath of this Deity. See Univ. Hiſt. 
vol. xvii. p. 447, 448. Such were the 
determinations of conſcience when without 
revelation. - — 
When we confider the belts of the 
Portugueze, which wehave ſeen mentioned 
before, (p. 141.) or reflect on the rivers of 


ee . nich were poured fo forth | 
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at * Paris in 1572, or in Ireland in 1641, 
by the hands of the Papiſi.—and all for 
conſcience ſake we have but to compare 

On the 24th of Auguſt, 1572, at Paris, were 
maſſacred, in the dead of the night, not leſs than 
25,000 Huguenots. For this execrable action Pope 


. Gregory XIII. ordered a public thankſgiving, and 


ſent a legate to Charles IX. to intreat him to con- 
tinue it. On October 23, 1641, about 160,000, 


| Proteſtants were either burnt or buried alive, 


drowned, or ripped open, &c. by the Papiſts in 
Ireland. See Sir fohn Parſons's Hiſtory of the 
Maſſacre, taken from examinations upon oath. 

Before this, in the Law Countries, from the firſt 
edict of Charles V. anno 1530,'to the year 1558 in- 
cluſive, there were hanged, beheaded, > abs alive, 
or burned, 50, ooo perſons, beſides the multitudes 


put to death in France. See Brent Counc, Trent. 
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Six hundred of the Albigenſes were: put to death 
in one day by Philippus Augu/tus—and the Waldenſes 
itte in the caves whither they fled to hide 
themſelves. Ib. 414. 0 PETS TRE 
\ Theſe are but a ſmall part of the cruelties of 
that bloody ſuperſtition of that mother of harlots and 
abominations of the earth Rev. xyii. 5.—of whom 
we may truly ſay, in the language of the Poet, 

 Triftius haud 1LLA monſtrum, nec ſavior ulla 


Poti. & ira Dae extulit undi, 


1 Viss. En. iii. I. 214, 215, 
A beavier ſcourge was ne'er deſign d. 
Buy HELL ITSELF, to plague mankind, _ 


In ſhort, had Satan gone to Rome, and ſummoned 


a conclave of ſeven ſpirits more wicked than himſelf to 


his affiftance, they could not have deviſed a plan 


more ſubverſive of the goſpel, more oppoſite to the 


N 4 ſeripture, 


the CBritian who does not advert to his 
Brble, with the Carthagmian who had no 
Bible, and we ſhall find a like cauſe pro- 
ducing like effects, though certainly the 
one is more inexcuſable than the other. 
Yet in both caſes it muſt be ſaid.— 4 de- 
cefued heart hath turned bim afide, that he. 
cannot deliver his ſoul, nor ſay, Is there not 
4 he in my right hand? If. xliv. 20. 


ſcripture, more. deſtrutive of the liberties, lives, 
and properties. of mankind, than that ſuper/tition, 
which has blaſphemouſly dignified itſelf with the ap- 
pellation of HOLY APOSTOLICAL CATHOLIC 
PAINS... 1 | of 
The fcourge and curſe it has been to this country, 
made our ance/tors, at the glorious revolution, frame 
laws for it's total excluſion ; we, their children, are 
beginning to repeal thoſe laws, under a notion of 
favouring religious liberty, and that Popery is not 
now what it was formerly; but let ſuch Patriots go 
to the Tower, and order one of the lions to be let 
out of his den upon him, and he will find how little 
change of nature has been wrought in the animal 
by his confinement. I ſuppoſe there is hardly an 
inſtance upon . record of the craftineſs of Popery, 
which tranſcends that of perſuading people to WE 
things to be true, which the evidence of all expe- 
rience, and of even their own ſenſes, declares to be 
falſe. If Popery appears to be different from what 
it was, this proceeds not from any alteration in the 


thing itſelf, but from want of power to exert it's 


intolerant ſpirit. However, as Cow R EVE's Maſt- 
well ſays - Dui vuli decipi decipiotur. If we 
vill not hear the ſerpent hiſs, we muſt be ſtung 
P ̃ X [115 : . 
, For 
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For my own * I am perfectly con- | 


viticed; that there is nothing ſo abſurd, 
fo wicked, or ſo fooliſh,” which the hu- 
man mind is not eapable of being per- 
ſuaded of, in religious matters eſpecially, 
vhen once it delivers itſelf up to the die- 
dates of ſuperſtition; for Taying this I ap- 
cal to thoſe hjforres of the globe which 
have accurately ſet forth the various reli 
ions, manners, cuſtoms, opinions, and 
ws of its inhabitants. There is one 
aſe to be made of theſe things, whi che is, is, 
to be thankful to the Beflower of ebe 
good gift, who is the Fountain of all Wi 


dom, that He hath beefi'gracioully' pleaſed 


to caſt our lot under the peri: 6 th 
the holy ftriptures ; that He hath 
us His word, which is truth, to gude 
into all truth. This ſhould 40 b — 
us a jealouſy over ourſelves —knowing 
the liablenels of the human mind te be 
deceived which ſhould lead us to try and 
examine whatever is objected to our be- 
lief, or recommended to our practice, by 
the unerring rule of God's revelation: - 
Could this have been done at Carthage, 
no children had been ſacrificed to Saturn 
sad this been done by the Paprfts in 
France and Ireland, no maſſacres of Pro- 
ante Kad dif; — the Chriftian 2 
— an 
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==apd were it no done amongſt us as it 
gught to be, no brothels would teem with 
harlots—no ſtreets ſwarm with proſtitutes 
o wretched infants be butchered by the 
ands of their more wretched mothers ;—the 
honour: of the morried wife would be ſe- 
cured, the ruin of the ſeduced. virgin be 
prevented. Adultery and whoredom: would 
no longer dare to face the light, but b 
conſigned to thſe realms of darkneſ 
from hence they came. On the other 
hand, while we are taught to believe that 
fonful which Gop has commanded—that 
lwftul.which Gon has forbidden, we are 
as fatally under the power of ſuperſtition, 
not only as the Pap: its, but as the very 
| Heathen themſelves; nothing can really 
and truly diſtinguiſh. us from either, but 
an unreſerved 8 to thoſe cam- 
mandments, which in ſo many inſtances 
we have made of none effect by our tradi- 


When we Joy: 10 obligation on the man 
ho ſeduces a virgin, to marry her, we 
make void the law of Gop, which poſi- 
tively declares He /ha//—when we permit 
the man to put her away, and deprive her 
of that recourſe to juſtice which the law 
of Gop affords her, we vacate the divine 
n in the caſe of a man already 
58 married, 


1 


married, We diyorce a virgin; which hehas 
ſeduced, entirely from him, fo bob 


chap. 11.) to do her ht juſtice: whicl 
the divine law as poſitively commands, as 
in. the. caſe of a /ing/e. may——we. commer 
what Gon farbids, and forbid what Gop 
commands, 

In 1 our aper itim and the e. 
tow of Rome go hand in hand; and, hows 
ever we, may he ſhocked at that monſtrous 


poſition, Which is mentioned by the Re- 


verend Mr. Porteous,. in his maſterly 
excellent ſerman on Ti oleration. (lately 
preached and publiſhed in Scotland, on 


account of the Popiſpb bill) that If the 


* 1 was to command a 3 to be 


32% 


N F ew would be ſo daring” as to 


ſay this, but it is practically declared 


throughout our whole ſyſtem, as relative 
to the commerce of the ſexes. | 


* . 


As to polygamy—which i is certainly one 


Fink in the chain of God's diſpenſations, 
| as 


— 


01 ng 
bim (and this under pain of death, Sac, 
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as ſo abſolutely neceſſary to prevent, in 
many caſes, the defertion and \proftitution 
of women,” as well as to preſerve men 
from vice and profligacy, under various 
Eircumſtances of unavoidable difficultics 
and temptations, which necgſſary ſe 
tion may render them liable to (ke de. 
fore, «A. 1. p. 181—2.) the cauſes of 
which may fal ſhort of kg grounds for 
utter Aebi is, conſidered in itſelf, 
one of the laſt things Which a man ſhould 
er of, who Weines and aims at the 
wy ineſs of a domeſtic life. The weight 
burden of a double family, the 


de This indedd. ian \ objeRtion which: anſes doch 
the ſtate of luxury into which we are fallen; for 
Ne plurality of wives was far from being either a 

ge, or an incumbrance, to the Jews of old 
time, conſidering their ers way of living. The 
_ domeſtic affairs were the province of the women, 
whilſt that of the huſband was the buſineſs of the 
fields and vineyards.” Dreſſing of victuals, the care 
of the children, ſpinning, carding, weaving, and 
the like, are often mentioned in the ſacred books as 
the occupation of women; whilſt their huſbands 


- _ Choſe the more laborious works, See Univ. Hiſt, 


vol. iii. p. 146, A great number of children was 

eſteemed, not a burden, but a peculiar bleſſing. See 
Pl. exxvii. 2245 53 and, where induſtry prevails 
throughout, children may be as truly looked upon as 
the riches of a family, as the numbers of induſtrious 
people are as the riches of a ſtate. The more work- 
ug, bees there are, the richer the hive. 


2 diſtractions 
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diſtractions which moſt probably mf 
be the effect of jealoufy between the 
women, each envying the other her ſhare 
in the huſband's affeQtions,, muſt be pro- 
ductive of diſputes, quarrels, and perpe- 
| tual diſquiet. We ſee. this to haye been 
the caſe even among the beſt people, who 
were polygamiſts.— What were Abraham's 
trials, which aroſe from his connection 
with Hagar? What thoſe of Faced, from 
the jealouſy and diſcontent of Leah and 
Rachel? So Elkanah ſuffered not a little 
at the treatment which his _fav@rite 
Hannah received from her rival Peninnah 
Quand indeed it is ſo much in the nature 
of things, that matters ſhould fall out 
alike in all times, where there are the 
ſame cauſes to produce the ſame fete, f 
that one ſhould imagine moſt men, who 
conſulted the peace, quiet, and comfort 
of * themſelves and families, would ſub- 
ſcribe to Horaces | AD | 


Felichs 


* I would not preſs this argument too far, left 
it prove too much; for, to ſay truth, how few 
happy marriages do we ſee in the world ? but how 
many very unhappy ones have ariſen from ſecond 
marriages? Where the wife has died, leaving a 
family of children, and the huſband has married 
again, either to a widow having children of her 
own, or to a ſingle woman who brings a ſecond 1 

| what 


. ͤ—— . —˙*—˙—  — ——————.— + 
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E . 
Felices ter & ampliu. 
Quas irrupta tenet copula; nec mali- 
Divulſus querimoni is, 


Suprenia cili a c ſoluet amor die. ö 


- 
* 
1 


„ 10 2 N ; | | 4 $4 * Fx" | £9 729 r 
ES V hom love with mutual bonds unites; 


ale 8 Unbroken by complaints or ſtrife, "1 
© - .Evn to the lateſt hours of life. 3 S107 


It is moſt readily to be allowed, that ſuch 


people can have nothing to do with the 


ſubject 


what miſeries have ariſen to the huſband and his 
children by a former wife, through the jealouſy and 
envy of the mother-in-law with reſpect to her on 
offspring? Yet all this has nothing to do with the 
lawfulneſs or unlawfulneſs of the matter itſelf. Nor 
that which is accidental—it is certainly poſſible 'that 
one wife may make a man's life completely miſer- 
able, if ſhe be ſuch an one as Solomon mentions, 
Prov. xxi. 19. and xxv. 24.—it is alſo poſſible that 
2a man might be very happy with more than one, if 
each be like what the ſame divine penman deſcribes, 
Prov. xxxi. 10. &c. Yet, in either caſe, mar- 
rlages as to itſelf, ſtands juſt as it did, and is, in 1tſelf, 
juſt what the word of Gop makes it. We can 
only ſay, that, in the preſent corrupted and diſtracted 
Kate of things, all conditions of life have their in- 


is it fair to conclude againſt what is eſſential, from 


conveniences and diſtreſſes: thoſe uſually feel the 
moſt of them, whoſe connections in the world are 


moſt extenſive. 1 | 
The late excellent Dr. Hartley of Bath, in his 


Obſervations on Aan, p. 230. on the queſtion 


whether 


8 
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ſubject of polygamy. The expediency or 
inexpediency of a thing, and its: lawful- 
neſs or unlawfulneſs, are, however, very 
different conſiderations; all things are 
lawful for me, faith the Apoſtle (1 Cor. 
vi. 12. x. 23.) but all things are not ex- 
pedient.— The mexpediency of polygamy in 
moſt caſes is ſelf-evident, but in no caſe 

can its unlawfulneſs be made to appear 
from the {aw of God; —as to the lab of 
man, it can no more make it /nful, than 
it can make marriage itſelf Anful. A clerk 
who married in the reign of Hen. VIII. 
when this was made fe/ony without 'benefit 
of clergy, was no more a ſinner in the ſight 
of Gop, than the cierł who married in 
the reign of Edw. VI. when the mar- 


riages of priefis were "CARE? to be as 


viether 65 the confining one man to one woman a dur 
< ing life (except in the cafe of the woman's adul- 
„ tery) be calculated to produce the reateſt poſ- 
bis fible good, public and private?” < Here” (faith 
he) we muſt own ourſelves utterly unable to form 
<< any exact judgment. It is impoſſible to de- 
<* termine by any computation,. which, in all the 
<«< ways in which marriage has been or may be 
<< regulated, is moſt conducive to happineſs upon 
the whole. This would be too wide a field, and 
where alſo we could have no fixed points to guide 
us: here therefore we ſeem particularly to want 
a revelation to direct us, and therefore are under 
© a particular obligation to abide by its award.” 


lawful 
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lawful as thoſe of other men. So a man 
who has: #90 wives. is no more a „nner 
now, than he would have been in the 
days of the Patriarchs, or af the Fewwi/h 
theaeracy—Gop's law was the rule of con- 
ſcience. then, and no other ought to be ſo 
na; men can no more rade firs, than 
they can forgive nu Lokp ib our 
Judge—THE LORD ig our laugtuer— TH 
LoRD 7s our king. If. xxxiii. 22. Every 
attempt, therefore, to make things /nful 
which' ws Law hath aaf made fo, how- 
ever it may appear under the. ſpecious 
guiſe of piety and purity, and be recom- 
mended to our belief and practice by the 
teaching and example of men lite our- 
ſelves, it is no ather than Satan trans- 
formed into an angel of light, and avail - 
ing himſelf of the weakneſs and ſuperſti- 
tion of the human mind, to make us 66 8 
lieve a bye. 
In ſome caſes 18 amy is not s not only law- 
ful, but expedient.» ks 4 nftance—a man 
marries > on with ho he cohabits, 
and after a few years, or even months, ſhe 
falls into raving maduęſi— proper help is 


ſought ro, but in vain—it appears to be 


conſtitutional, from a famil diforder— 


ſhe. is hed in a mad=þ N 
nounced incurable. In ſuch a caſe: as this, 


Bos. FOE, no 
r 
* Fu * S % 


. 


importance in the opinion of the ren 


4 hs 
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no one end of marriage can poſſibly be 


anſwered to the huſpand. Other caſes * 
might be put of equal difficulty with re- 
: | diency 

* When the caſe above mentioned—thoſe others 
which are to be found, vol. i. p. 182, 183.—and - 


many ſuch like /ftuations, are conſidered - the queſ- 


tion, whether * polygamy is or is not forbidden by 
„ the LAW OF HEAVEN, may, perhaps, aſſume an 

4 which it 
had not before; and fully juſtify the author in the 


pains he has taken to ſettle that matter on the 
BASIS OF THE DIVINE LAW. | 


If it be totally forbidden, it can be in #0 caſe al- 
lowed—and if ſo, men muſt ſubmit, without mur- 
muring or diſputing, to the holy and ſovereign wILL 


_ or HEAVEN; and let the inconveniences of their 


fituation be what they may, it is their duty to ſuffer 
them all with the moſt unreſerved and unlimited re- 
ſignation. 1 | 75 PEN 

On the other hand, if it appears that the thing 
itſelf is no where forbidden, but allowed—it then 
muſt be: lawful. —The contrary poſition can have 
no other ground, than the folly and ſuperſtition f 


the human mind, no other obligation than the ty- 


ranny of cuſſom, ſanctified by human lato— this, to 
the diſtreſs and deſtruction of thouſands. 
I remember, once converſing in France with a 
Capuchin friar—and obſerved he wore ſandals, which 
left his feet expoſed to the rigour of the cold ſeaſon— 
on aſking him whether this was not attended with 
great diſtreſs and inconvenience ? he anfwered— 


dc Yes—thatimany of his order had loſt their toes, 


© and ſome their lives, by mortifications which were 
« cauſed by the ſeverity of a froſt.” —** Why then, 
«© in ſuch ſeaſons at leaft, will ye not wear oes 
* Vol. O | 25 and 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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diency of taking another wife is ſelf-evi- 


dent, and from nothing more than its 


being Gop's own appointed remedy 


againſt the ſad conſequences of Juſt—If 


&« and fockings like other people?” © No—2ur 
& rule forbids it.. Can you my ſuppofe, 
replied I, that Gop can require this at your 
* hands? or that there is any merit in thus ex- 
< poſing yourſelves to miſery, and even death it- 
<< ſelf, merely becauſe men like yourſelf have com- 
% manded it ?—it is more like ſelf- murder than re- 
« ligion. — Here the father grew a little angry 
however I pacified his wrath, by wrapping an 
half- crown up in a piece of paper (for they muſt 
not touch money) and putting it into his hand-he 
departed, ſhaking his head at my profaneneſs, and 

aſſuring me, that 1 ſhould have the prayers of all 
„% his convent.“ | 3 

_ How much wiſer are we than this poor iar? 
he would fooner die of a mortification in-his feet, 
than quit his /andals and wear hoes, becauſe his rule 
forbids it We had ſooner ſee men in ſituations 
which expoſe them to diſtreſs and deſtruction, and 


women irretrievably ruined. by thouſands, becauſe 


aur rule mult be obſerved, inſtead of permitting them 
to apply the remedy which Gop hath graciouſly 
afforded, the expedience of which is, in numberleſs 
caſes, as ſelf-evident, as the fr:ar's making the 
change which I recommended to him. Was 

However, determining to trace the whole matter 


to the fountain-head, I have endeavoured. to leave 
nothing unfaid upon the ſubject, which might tend 
to elucidate it : its importance is :zconceivably great 
and if we chuſe to wear ſandals, becauſe Saint 
Somebody or other found out that we muſt not wear 
Hass we mult abide by the conſequences. -_. 


they 


1 : 
they cannot eure tet them marry, i is 
better to marry than to burn. 1 Cor. vii. 9. 
To ſay that a married Few, under ſuch- 
cireumſtances, might have applied this 
remedy ander the law, but a Chr: Mian can 
not ander the goſpel, is to place us under 
a worſe bondage than the Fews were, 
| uber under the yoke which neither they nor 
their fathers could bear. Acts xv. 10. 
Common ſenſe, reafon, nature, here eo- 
incide with feripture in the reprobation 
of ſuch an idea. The man may be forced 
into whoredont,. and he thall be fee; but 
if he nur or he ſhall be deemed a felon, and 
ſuffer death as fich, ſays the pious ſtatute 
0 ar. C. 11. 
e ee alto uticer 
ſuch circumſtances is very different, be- 
cauſe the law poſitively forbids any fecond 
union with another man, living ber bil- 
band. See Rom. vii. 3. But then let it 
be remembered, that if the privileges of 
women are circumſcribed by a ſtricter rule 
than thoſe of the men, ſo are their paſſions ;/ 
theſe are uſually as much weaker than 
the paſſions of men, as their bodily ſtrength 
is weaker than the ſtrength of men. 
I now' ſpeak of women as to their natural 
ſtate, not as corrupted and debauched in 
cheir minds by the adventitious cireum- 
8 2 | ſtances 
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ſtances of bad education, and led aſtray 
by bad example. If girls, as ſoon as 
they can read, are to have amorous ro- 
mances and novels put into their hands, 
perhaps obſcene and filthy books, where 
leſs diſguiſe is uſed than in the former —if 
they are taught to reliſh the lewdneſs of 
the ſtage, and to mix in the diverſions 
of public aſſemblies, | where men like 
Milton's toad at the ear of Eve) make it 
their buſineſs to defile the purity of female | 
minds by very impure converſation—it is 
no wonder that tlie rule which I have laid 
| down, ſhould be found liable to many ex- 
ceptions; but I have no doubt of its being 
ſubſcribeg to by every man, whoſe happy 
lot it is to have married a Lee truly- 
modeſt woman. Were it otherwiſe did 
the paſſions of the- weaker ſex equal the 
paſſions of men had not Providence moſt 
graciouſly ordained a conſiderable diſpa- 
rity, as one means of maintaining. the 
ſubordination which women are under— 
the whole world muſt be thrown. into 
confuſion. We may eafily-judge of what 
conſequences muſt enſue, by taking a 
ſurvey of the diſtraction of thoſe families, 
where the natural balance has been. de- 
ſtroyed. | 

With regard to \fuperitin, it takes ſo 
20 many 


{ 97 J 
many ſhapes, and appears in Wy many | 
| forms, that one may W | 


Quo veneari vultus mutantem Protea node 2 Hon: 


D mile it changes thus, what chains can bind 
3 BR various forms; this Proteus of the mind ? > 


7 Francs. 


Still it is 3 * i in Pane men 
from truth to falſhood in uſurping an 
empire over the human mind, Which is 
inimical to God's glory, to the reverence 
we owe His commandments, as well as 
to the ſolid peace; comfort, and hap 
neſs of mankifid. Whethe 9 5 

| Supertition appears in the ſhape of a bra- 
zen image of an old man at Carthage, re- 
ceiving infants into his arms, and letti 
them dtp through! due a Fi of rer er 


When we ante the various mazes of error 
into which mankind are led by the ſingle principle 
of ſuperſtition, it may remind us of that beautiful 

thought in racer Sat.! iii. lib. ii. 1 48. wa, 


— 61 abi beiin, 

Palantes error certo de tramite pellit. 

Ille ſin iftrorſum hic dextror ſum abit ;, unus * 
| Eres fed variis illudit partibus. e 


As in a wood two travellers may ſtray, 
5 Bayh loſe the path, each take a different way z $7 
one ** error both may be miſled, | 
Though their loſt 1 in er mages tread. 


IT 
ET, 
1 


1 35 
of an old man, made of fleſh and blood, 


at Rome, commanding people to renounce 


the evidenc of their outward ſenſes—or 


of a primitive father of the C briſtian church, 
aring \dgainſt marriage as unlawful 


« under the goſpel,” and that all e- 
* cond marriages are only a more ſpecious 
fs, . ow ek ng be 19 5 meer e of 


maintaining that certain "oral actions 
Which Gop allowed, and in ſome caſes 
-cammanded, under 'the Jaw, are finful. Ander 
the g ſuperſtition is Kill the miniſter 
of Natan, Who is the God of this werd, 
42 Cor. iv. 4.) carry ing on his grand de- 
- fign to deſtroy the human ſpecies; nor is 
there ſo-probable a way of effecting this, 
as in interfering with thoſe wiſe r 
tions which the Moſt Hig 5 hath made ddr 
the preſervation of the Jene er, as may 
appear from much that 0 8 been faid, but 
from more which will by ſaidi in the c con- 
*clufion of this treatiſe... 


It is greatly to be 1: amented, that fur 
| 2015 ition has = i advocates, "not 

nk and. week, but 
ed, and wiſe, and 
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inſtances of this ſtand upon record, net 
only in the annals of P opi/h, but of Pro- 
teftant literature. Fiese T find myſelf 
_ conſtrained to animadvert on ſome — 
ges of the tuo ſermonsł before mentioned, 
with a few ſtrictures on which, 1 ſhall 
conclude this chapter. 

The learned and pious author ſeems, in 
a note at che bottom of one of the pages, 
to infinuate that no marriage is valid in 
the ſight of Gop, where the * ceremony 
ädoth not paſs throu gh the hands of a 
4e pri ig v Who, he tells us. acts in Gop's 
© Read.” — Where is ſcripture- proof 
for this ? No where There is not a 
fingle. inſtance of ſuch a thing either in 
. Old or New Tgffament; neither the 
prieſts nor Levites under the lau, nor the 
.apo/iles and other miniſters under the 90 
bel, appear to have interfered in any one 
inſtance, nor is ſuch a thing iven in 
commiſſion to any of them. Their ſe- 
veral offices are moſt minutely ſet forth 
in all the duties of them, but not a word 
about their marrying people; I am there- 
fore apt to think, that the maxim - de 
non apparentibus & non exiſtentibus eadem 
"eff ratio—is very applicable on this occa- 
den. If ſuch a thing had Ewe we muſt 


70 See vol. i. 277. 


O0 4. 7, 1 
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haye met with it, when the adenicifics- 
tion of the public ordinances by the 
hands of the prigſts and Levites was fixed 
under the Old Teſtamentg to whom it 
was death to add to, or 0 from, the 
ſettled inſtitutions of Gon. As for the 
paſſages in Gen. i. and ii. on which our 
author reſts ſo much of his doctrine, par- 
ticularly, Gop's bringing the woman to the 
man and bling: them, and therefore prieſts 
are to do ha ſame'— he might with 
equal ſtrength of argument ſay, that be- 
cauſe we are told, Gen. iii. 21. Unto 
Adam and his wife did the Lord Gov 
make coats of ſkins, and cloathed them, 
therefore we are only to wear ſeins, and 
Are to be put on by a prigt. 
However, if this author's doctrine be 
true, I defy him to ſhew the record of 
one ſingle lauful marriage (that of Adam 
and Eve not excepted) throughout the 
whole Bible; for there is not one men- 
e in 1 which a .* 7 ee to Eat 
It ſhould ſeem, that, among other things 
which the church of Rome borrowed from the Hea- 
thens, this of marriage by a prieſt was one. Soter, 
"Biſhop of Rome, in the end of the ſecond century, 
ſeems to have taken the hint from that ſpecies of 
marriage among the Romans, which was called 


. en (ſee before, vol. i. p. 33-) or rather 
confarreation, 


been concered: dot dg contrary; the 
ſimplicity of the primary inſtitution is 
uniformly preſerved throughout the whole, 
and probably would have been ſo ſtill, if 
Pope Innocent the IIId had not thrown 
marriage-into'the hands of the priefts, c on 
Peter Lombard's finding it out to be a a- 


crament. This was the otigin of ſo uni- 


verſally bringing an human ceremony into 
the place of à divine mftitution, and of 


courſe involvin millions of the "weaker - 


in ruin and eſtruction, by ſuppoſin 
Aon; $ ordinance not binding as 8 145 
fight, without the Ine ENOge 'of Buman 

auvenribn. 1855 1 5 ik 1 e 
Din any acts of Go into rect 
Jens, without His authority: ſo to do in 


appear to be very pious, but is in fact very 


ane, ſceing that this cannot eaſily be 


own Without adding” to, or diminiſbin, 
| 1 47'S 171 13915 1 E FIVE 


8 Hos the PS, of ſalted bread, 
which was eaten on the oceaſion, and was 4 cere- 
mony obſerved at the marriages of the pl go. and 
other prigſis, as alſo at the marriages, of thoſe; per- 
ſons whoſe children were intended for the prie/f- 
Heod. Theſe marriages were always celebrated by 
85 * And here we 1 weg z late 


2 = 


- — Pe. 
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1. at, He hath expreſſly commands 
ad, This is a rock on which, gur au- 
chers ſcheme Fe for he main- 
Hana Pi. . e the e words 
off, hich this or at church may make 
e uſe of in a matrimonial EP , 
+ that conſtitutes the marriage i. e. in 
the fight of Gop; for as ſto th 
e they certainly conſtitute this)- 

| 15 very. true; hut not ſo whe 
Jews“ but, it is dr act of, joining . 
4 & ther, pag prenouncing thi 
. . gp Shakat 


without a ne e ever can, as the 
2 trage af ſuch a thing is not to be 

und in that revelation ür we are 

Already. Poſſeſſed of. Secondly, The Bible 
* a very different account of — mat - 
ter; far the ex preſs. and poſitive com- 
'mand, Deut. xX1i. 29. ſaith— Se /hall be 
23 — becauſe a prigſi joins them 
Po INI them one in 
6. . bathe of ob, but Ty e MINN 
BECAUSE be, bath. humbled - her. Qudd 
eum compreſſit. Mont, Here then i is the 
"aft of marc! itfelf, by which they be- 
come one fle 955 therefore he way not put 
ber 


et! 


_ s 
Ber away all bi — Sch is the poſi- 
tive ce ro” yet Ir 18 2 be 
ſu poſed of 10 4. — > un- 
oj 1 Fe e T mee of bu- 


«+ © p + 


„„ eres wy 91801 14 dun 

* When e OUR Bavious is W . the 
Tönen of Samaria, (John iv.) he fays to her- 
Thou haſt, had Hue yards, and he whom thau 


e now. aſt, is nat thine and from 

ſome es inferred, | ſo ee ing bee . 
kae is n ry to conſti 4 . 
ghe of Gop. But let us f r 2 4 
this woman's duſbands * x Of Ya | 
her for adulter, that, u either eſe Arc 
ſtances, ſhe had miarrie 7085 huſband, whom oY 
Had deſerted, and lived in adaltery with another man. 
dhe Wehren had had fue huſbands, and the nen 


hom ſhe now lived in aqulięraus commerce, per 4ps 
I agel EAT not. be properly ſty led W 


Band, nor ſhe hit — See Nom. vii, 3. She 
therefore ſaid truly, that ſhe had no huſband—hay- 
Ang left him who was her ; lawful. huſband... * 
Jiving with an adulterer, who: was nat. 
As chis ſeripture does not explain — vs, an 
on! y ueſs at its meaning; but then our res 
| Fan, be regulated by the Whole analogy « \ ſcrip- 
"ture, and not be the ſurmiſes of our own fancy. 
We ſhould. ſay (judging from the circumſtances of 
things among As that a woman . who lived with a 
man i ſome religious cerer 9 97 performed, 
had. ns huſband ; but this cannot he meaning or 
he place, becauſe the divine law conſtituted no 
Kos ig peace whatſoever on the occaſion. 
le legality of a marriage among the Fetus 
be on the ſtate of the . pither a ex 2 


Dy 3 


* ** 


' 
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man 6 contrivdnce— ſuch 1 muſt call the 
intervention of a prieſt, till J can find it 
in the ſcripture. — Without this, ſaith 
.our r author they both live in an * ha- 
bitual ſtate of fornication and whore- 
.* dom.” — If ſo, what are we to think 
of the patriarchs and others. whom we 
3 of in the Old Teſtament, and whoſe 
ie are Fee, related? Jaac 
and 7 for d All we read 
0 CIT marriage is that, Jaac brought 
Ber Lato a 'Þig mother's” tent, 1 Rebe- 
Aab, an Became Bi "wife. Gen. xxiv. 
2 So Jacob and Leab And i it came to 
7 27 the evening, that be (Laban) took 
is daughter, and brought her to him 


420 A 400 and dhe Lad a. unto. io ber.—Gaing 


1-403 $$, W 


ed . or not by ens 8 or as ede! or foe 
to another man — not on any religious ceremony 
othetwiſe we muſt invalidate every RNS which 
is s recorded i in any word of Gop. 


* He might as truly have ſaid, that they both 
"Ute? in an habitüal ſtate of burglary and bouſebreak- 
ing; there is juſt as much ſeripture· authority for 
this as for the other. 

In ſhort. this is the very he which the church of 
by wiſhed to have believed, in order to frighten 

eople into the hands of the prieſts, in the lucrative 

Fe: s of marriage-ceremonies, diſpenſations, &c. 

_ thus, e and annulling the 1 _ 
tution of the MosT Hon. 


Hoc * velit & magno mercentur Anne. 
1 | in 
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in unto a woman is * equivalent to Gun 
humbling her, or or tying with. Ber. Comp. 
Gen. xvi. 2. XxX. 3. 2 Sam. xvi. 21. 
with 2 Sam. xii. 1 1. Chron. i ii. 21. 
So in the caſe of Jacob and Rachel—And 
he (Laban) gave. him Rachel - bis daughter. 


to wife alſo, and he (Facob) went in alſo 
unto Rachel. See Gen. XXIX. 23, 2 28, 30. 


80 Boaz and Ruth, ch. iv. 13. Many 
more inſtances might be cited; but 1 
humbly conceive theſe are very ſufficierit, 
to prove, that a marriage may be va: 

in the fight of Gon, where nere is no. 


_ ls This appears from many paſſages of ERS, 

where the words 58 Na are to be underſtood” in 
this ſenſe. Comp. Gen. vi. 4. XXix. 21, 23 30. 
18 3, 4» 16. xxxviii. 2, 18. Proy. vi. 29. 

80 Calaſio, ſub voc.—W—MR 58 N 
ingreffus eſt ad mulierem— id ef—Coivit. ' That 
this is what makes the actual marriage in Gop's 
account, and is the only ordinance eſſential thereto, 
is clearly to be gathered from Deut. xxi. 13. Where 
it is ſaid, that after the expiration of the month, which 
was allowed the captive-damſel to ewail her friends, 
&c. after that, 


end Þ nm ma. "x wan. 
uxorem in ti erit & ejus eris maritus & eam ad ingredieris. ' 
thou en Go IN unto her, and be or become ber 
huſband, and fhe ſhall be or become thy wife—or a 

wife to thee. GOING IN unto her, and being or be- 
coming her Lord - or huſband—and her being 
or becoming his woman, or wife —are here, as 
i e terms. ee before vol. i. 


. 44. | 
church 


f «6 j 


chureb - chapel. - prięſi—or otitward crre- 
mn adminiſtered by a pri; if not, 
then I wilt agree that theſe good folks 
lived in an habitual ſtate of whoredom 
e and. forniruriun. But, by the leave of 
this learned author, and with all due de- 
ference to Dy. Hickes's excellent trea- 
ten tiſe on the Chriſtiam prieſt bood, there 
E do 


_* Biſhop Bonner, in 2, Mary's reign, made a 
long ſpeech to the Convocation, in which he com- 
pared priz/ts to the Virgin Mary, in three points, 
and afterwards added - The dignity of priefts, by 
« ſome means, paſſeth the dignity of angels; be 
4c cauſe there is no power given to the angels to 
<' make the body of CHRIST, which the leaſt prieff 
t may do on earth, and the higheft angel in heaven 
s can not do. Wherefore prieſis are to be honoured 
ct before all kings of the earth, princes, and nobles; 
« for a prieſt is higher than a king, happier than an 
« angel, and maler of his Creator. Crit. Hiſt, of 
Eng. l.. | | | 
- All this is as wiſe, true, and 1 as to 
contend that no marriage is valid in the fight of 
Gop without the intervention of a prieft. Let it 
once be proved from the Bible, that prieſts made 
marriages, or interfered in them in any one in- 
ſtance, and I will not only ſubſcribe to all Dr. 
Hlietes ſays in his excellent treatiſe, but alſo 
to all Biſhop Bonner ſaid in his excellent ſpeech. 
If the reader will look into Sommers's 
Tracts, vol. iii. p. 237, 238. he will find. 1 
eb excellent treatiſes of Dr. Hickes mentioned, in 
which, as appears by the tranſcripts from them, 
this learned and zealous Proteſtant divine perfectly 
harmonizes with Biſhop Bonner —as to prieftly dig- 
RES WE nity 
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is another inſuperable-difficalty. in this 
ſame pris ſchetne of marriage; Which 
is, that however the Jews might have 
. fuck a perſon under the MH, 
difpenfation, I am afraid, after that was at 
= ach if people had ftald tilt they cbuld 
ave Wund 57 12. to marry them, they 
never could have married at all, but 
— Have contented themſelves with 


Bying f* le, or in an habitual ſtate of 
m and” fornication” — becauſe, 
—— Gere dilpenfition, we read 
of no-fitrh officer in the church. We read 
of d h⁰ men ſent 3 — BY, 
Ennis T to teach all nations, er gin 

bem in the name of the Farber, a 


vn and of the Holy Ge, dle ers 


lende for a biſbop, « he is to be honoured a8 
op; and he who makes himſelf a judge of a 
« biſbop, makes himſelf a judge of GOD and he 
Who reſiſts a gt „ is guilty: of greater treaſon 
e than he-who the King, the prieſt being the 
<: king's ſupetior. ” Of prayers for the dad, he 
ſays, 4 There is the ſame for thoſe prayers, 
Las for our common iflianity. We. believe 
< thoſe prayers are accepted, which defire Gon to 
ce. — the ſaints for us, ol fend vey deceaſed — 
© -CnR387'a good trial. Ib. 2360. L cannot” 
5 0 15 ſuch. ſort of Ire 2. neither 
. te nor = Proteſt ante, but between both; thou 
ra 


er partaking moſt of the mer; pe where 
AT ng — ofing 2 25 1 
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'eminently ſtyled—apgſiles. We likewiſe 
find ane added to their original number, 
whoſe commiſſion, — immediately 
from Cux1sT. himſelf, runs in theſe re- 
markable words, (Acts xxvi. 17, 18.) To 
the Gentiles I ſend thee, to open their eyes, 
za turn them from darkneſs to hght, and 


from the power of Satan unto-Gop, that 


they may receive forgiveneſs of fins, and in- 
beritance among them which are ſanctiſed 


by faith that is in me. Inall this there is 
not a word about prieſthood or marriage. 
We likewiſe read + 'ET104070t, overſeers, 
which we call 55/hops—of pe rep, el- 
ders—A\guovor, deacons;— but in all that 
is faid about them (and their ſeveral . 


fices. are very particularly mentioned, as 


well as their characters and qualifications} 
not the leaſt. hint appears of their inter- 
ference in the affair of matrimony. i For 
any man, or ſet of men, to tel us that 
they are commiſſioned, from God, to do 
a thing, which is not ſo much as men- 
tioned: in any commiſſion which they can 
roduce from the ſcripture, as ever hav- 
ing been given to any man upon earth, 
may charitably be ſuppoſed an impoſition 


on their own underſtandings; but when 


forced on the belief of others, it is an 


of 


r 
= : 3« 
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of hs ati It is even worſe ſtill, for 
it is acting with the conſciences of men, 
as the o/d prophet in Bethel acted towards 
the man of GoD <vho came out of Judab to 
Jeroboam; it is lying to them in the name 
of the LoRD. See 1 Kings xili. 18, 
As for a prieft, there is not, nor can 
there be, ſuch a miniſter or officer of. 
the Cbriſtian church. For ev rig 
e cbure or other, $647 + 
Heb. v. 1. with. Heb. x. 11.) aten from 
among, men, is ordained for men in things. 
pertaining to Gop, that be may offer both © 
gifts and facrifices for fine; and by reaſon 
hereaf. he ought, as for the people, fo offo” 
for himſelf, to offer for fins. And VRT 
PRIEST Pandeth daily miniftring and oſfer- 
ing the ſame ſacrifices, which can never take. 
away fins—But this man (CHRISH JESvs). 
aftef he had offered one ſacrifice for ins, for 
ever fat down on the right band of G05 
for by ONE OFFERING be bath: perfected. for . 
ever them that are ſanctiſed. Of. courſe 
there remaineth no more ſacrifice for  fons; 
(Heb. x. 26. latter part) no more order 
of prieſthood among men. The truth is, 
that the whole prigbood under the f 
centered in CRS under the goſpel; He 
is in reality what the former Was in type. 
and figure. — The Levitical prieſthood, 
with every circumſtance relative thereto, 
14 80 II. — Was 
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was a figure for the time then preſent, (Heb. 
ix. 9.) The Holy Ghoft thus fignifying, that 
the way into the holiefſs of all was not yet 
made manifeſt, while as the firſt tabernacle 
was yet flanding, ver. 8. But CHRIST 
Being come, an high-prieft of good things to 
come, &c. now once in the end of the world 
hath appeared to put away fin by the s A- 
CRIFICE of HIMSELF. See Heb. ix. 11, 
&c. To imagine, therefore, that He 
appointed an order of men to offer gifts and 
facrifices for fins (which is the ſcripture- 
definition of the prieffs office) beſides 
having no warrant from the ſcripture, is 
to imagine CHRIST'S ONE SACRIFICE 
of HIMSELF inperfect, and to ſtand in 
need of ſomething elſe to make it effec- 
tual— this runs us directly into what the 

church of England Art. 31. ] very proper- 
ly ſtyles “ the blaſphemous fables and 
* dangerous deceits” of the facrifice of the 
Popiſh maſs, wherein a man profeſſes to 
offer CHRIST over again, and very con- 
fiſtently ſtyles * himſelf a Pritt! 
* Or rather is fo ſtyled by the church of Nome; 
for in the council of Trent is a decree in the follow- 
ing terms, viz. The ſacrifice and the prie/thood 
« are united in each law; therefore there being a 
_ << viſible ſacrifice in the New Teſament, that is the 
« Enchari/?, it muſt be confeſſed, neceſſarily, that 
66 there is a viſible and external prie/thood, in which 
| | | „ power 
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In one ſenſe, every Cbrgſtian believer is 
u prieſt; that is to fay, in the ſpiritual 
ſenſe "deſcribed, 1 Pet. ii. 5. Y alſo, as 
tively flones, are built up a ' foiritaal houſe, 
an holy prieſtbood, to offer up SPIRITUAL 
SACRIFICES acceptable to GOD Jxsus 
CaxrrisT. So St. John, (Rev. i. 5, 6.) 
Unto Him that loved us, and 4wpaſhed us 

from aur fins in His own blood, and hath 

made us KINGS and PRIESTS unte Gon 
and His Father, to Him be glory and do- 
minion, &c. The appellation of KINGS, 
as well as that of PpRIIS TS, equally be- 
longs to all Chrifian believers alike, but 
to no outward. order, or particular ſet of 
men among them, in any excluſive. ſenſe 

whatſoever. 
Ihe pride and ipfalence of arenen 
began very * Nr 0 to work, and to aim 
at 


te power is given, by divine inſtitution, to bands. 
we crate, offer, and miniſter the Euchariſt, and to 
“ remit and retain fins,” Though this decree con- 
tains amet as many Hes as words—yet it was fol- 
lowed by an borrible anathema on all who ſhould 
deny it. N Hiſt. Council of Trent, 738, 7 
Another auat hema of the ſame council, is AF 
„ thoſe who ſhould. ſay that CurIsT, by theſe 
e words—Do THIS IN REMEMBRANCE, OF ME 
cc Rat * inſtituted 1 and ee Wer; 
5 cc N 799 Ib. 74. 


the apo 72 5 con itutions, 25 Naos of Which, 
25 45 12 apefiler, and St. Paul, 
P 2 | gathered 


| „„ 12186 J 

at that dominion over the confciences 
of men, which has been brought to ſo 
thorough a perfection by the Popes of 


— — —— ——— — — 


Rome, though ſo formally renounced by an 
r 


Wy 
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gathered together, with Clement their amanuenſis) 
repeat it over and over, leſt Chriſtians ſhould 
forget it, that “ a diſhop is a god, a god upon 
% earth, and a king, and infinitely ſuperior to a 
kings and ruling over rulers and kings. They 
command Chriſtians to give him tribute as to a 
ind to reverence him as a god, &. Jortin, 
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king, | 
— Aeon ᷣ ES 
Many paffages there are in Cypriqn's. writingss 
who lived in the third century, containing high no- 
tions of epiſcopal authority and eccleſigſtical juriſdic- 
tion. While he firenuouſly oppoſed the dominion of 
one Pope, he ſeemed to make as many popes as bi- 
ſhops, and mere arithmetical noughts of the reſt of 
the Chriſtians. Ib. vol. ii. p. 75. . 
But there is a Popiſh writer named Alanus de 
Rupe, who, in an © excellent treatiſe on the dig- 
#ity and excellency of the Chriftian prieſthood,” leaves 
the blaſphemy of Bonner, Hickes, &c. far behind ; 
for he makes, in a paſſage I have 38 8 me. x 
rieft greater than Gord himſelf. <©* Quilibet ſacer- 
0 {ers poteſtatem Fur Tu & (ſalva — Dei 
<& reverentia) habet majorem potentiam quam Pater 
6 omnipotens in mundi effieientia. Nempe Pater 
<< ſeptem dies laboravit, tam in opere creationis quam 
© diſtinctionis, ſed ſacerdos celebrans quilibet, quan- 
© tumque parvus, majus his omnibus facit. 
Pater enim ibi facit creata, ſed facerdos in- 
© creatum. Ibi Deus producit effectus, ſed ſacer- 


« dos cauſa caufarum generat. 1 
Quanta eſt ipitur diſtantia Dei a mundo creato, 
tanta eſt excellentia operis ſacerdotalis fuper opus 
cxreationis. Unde definitive dico, quod majus elf 
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holy apotle=2: Cor, i. 24. The firſt ſtep 
to making” men do wWnar the clergy 
pleaſed, * was to make them Believe as 
they pleaſed, —So early as the feu cen” 
try, * the” Chrifian doors had tlie 
good fortune to perſuade the people, 
„ that the miniſters of the Chritian 
% church ſucceeded to the character, 
rights, and privileges of the Feil 
« þrjeftbood, and this perſuaſion Was a 
„n fource'of homours and profit to the 
„ facred order. This notion was propa- 
* vated with induſtry ſome time after 


5 * 
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e Ops ſacerdotis,” quam habere potentiam (creandi 
$ 'creata wy mundorum quot ſunt; ſubſtantia in 
6 Og AC... f * e 3 74 
Rien prieſt Fin tbe poder of , 
(with Teverence -to Gor be it ſpoken) hath 
«© greater 'power than the Father Almighty had in 
“making the world. For the Father (Go ) la- 
* beured ſeven days, as well in the work of cre- 
ation as diſtinction; but a prieſt celebrating (the 
„ maſs) though ever ſo inconſiderable in himſelf, 
<< doth greater things than all theſe ; for there the 
Father makes created things, but the prięſt what 
is uncreated. There Gop produces effects, but 
the prieſt generates the Cauſe of cauſes. 
«© As much diſtance, therefore, as there is of 
Gon from the created world, fo far is the ex- 
cellence of the ſacerdotal work above the work 
*© of creation. Whence, I definitively fay, that 
the work of a prieſt is greater, than to have 4 
power of creating the creatures of as many 
** worlds, as there are ſubſtances in the world, 
e Rc. : 14. : 1. LIE ES eie 
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ge the reign of Adrimn. According] the 
« biſhops nba) themſelves as SLY 
«ed 580 a rank and character fimilar 
*< to\ thoſe of the niGn-PRIEST among 
«© the Jews, while the preſbyters tepre- 
« ſented the PpRIESTS, and the deacone 
40 the LBEviTEs.”.. Moſheim, vol. i. p. 
88, 101: Thus did. they extend the 
% limits of their authority, turn their 
« 1 influence. into dominion, heir counſels 
60 into laws, and openly erted, at 
« . that CRIS T had impowered 
them to . preſcribe. to His people. au. 


10 e rules of faith and manners.” 


Ib. 88. The hiſtory, of, the church Kill 


Mews us, how /iuper/t#fton enliſted on the 
ſide of church power, reſiſted the autho- 
rity of ſcripture-evidence, &« made the 
15 obſervance of human rites and cere- 
* monies neceſſary to the attainment 0 y 
« ſalvation.” Ib. 296.—till, in the 12t 
century, Pope 8 the third turned 
marriage into a ſacrament, and threw it 
into the hands of prigſte, on whoſe admi- 
niſtration of certain human rites and ce- 
remonies, its validity before Gop was 
ſuppoſed to depend; ſo that parties jomed 
together otherwiſe than by this means, 
were deemed to live in an habitual ſtate 
ce of whoredom and fornication:” 
When I think on theſe things, I can 
"4 Io . hardly, 
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hardly, with any degree of gravity, tran- 
ſcribe what our author lays down as an 
axiom, *©* That neither the woman can 
«« give herſelf to the man, nor can her 
father or friend give her to him im- 
% mediately, but the hands of the pref 
« only.” The Rubric ſays, that the 
* miniſter, receiving the woman at her 
«© father's or friend's hands, ſhall cauſe 
*« the man with his right hand to. take 
„ the woman by her right hand, and 
* ſay after him,” &c. This is a very 
decent and harmleſs part of the ceremo- 
ny—but when we are told, that the 
* woman can neither give herſelf, nor 
e the man fake ber, but at the hands of 
* the prięſt only,” we are, I ſuppole, to 
underſtand this to be ſo efſential to mar- 
riage, that, without it, it is not valid in 
the ſight of Gop. Here is ſomething 
very ſerious indeed; for what muſt be- 
come of people who do not ule this ce- 
remony ? are they to be deemed to live 
* in an habitual ſtate of whoredom: and 
* fornication ?” The Quakers, for * in- 

15 | i-.: : ſhance ? 
On this plan, what muſt be ſaid of thoſe who 
married during the times of the grand rebellion, 
when marriages were performed by the juſtices of 
_ the peace, and this for about eighteen years toge- 
ther? Theſe marriages were declared valid by the 


act of 12 Car. II. c. 35 which confirms all that 
$65 | | 4 bo” | Were 


* 


6 
ſtance? - they muſt all, who marry among 
them, be loft eternally—for fornicators 
and whoremongers have no inberitance in 
the kingdom of GoD.' 1 Cor. vi. 9. S0 
that this gentleman's notions, like the 
Pope's bulls, carry an anathema wherever 


they are departed from. To invent a 


ſcheme, for which there is not a tittle of 
evidence from the Bible, and then poſi- 
tively aſſert it to be the only one by 


which marriage can be laufully contract- 


ed, was worthy the haughtimeſs of a Pepe, 
but not quite ſo becoming the decent bhumi- 
lity of a Proteſtant divine; more eſpecially 
when the Bible is by no means ſilent on the 
ſubject of marriage, but furniſhes us with 
a ſtream of evidence concerning it, which 
eviderAly runs in another channel. 

When we are commanded. to be fol- 
lowers of thoſe who through faith and pa- 
tience inberit the promiſes (Heb. vi. 12.) we 
can hardly ſuppoſe that God would ſet 
before us, for our imitation, a people 
who “' lived in an habitual ſtate of 
*© whoredom and fornication,” and yet we 
do not find one ſingle inſtance of their 
marrying according to qur author's plan; 
were thus had and ſolemnized from May 1, 1642, 
to the year 1660. But this could not ſalve the 
matter, nor prevent the bitter conſequences of mar- 


Fung without a prieſt; which, if what this author 
lays be true, muſt be bitter indeed! | 


N 
they certainly could and dul . receive 
% their wives from the hands of the fa- 
«© thers or friends, and not from the 
& hands of a prieft” at all. Jacob re- 
ceived Leah ammediately from her: fa 
ther Laban ; thus he afterwards received 
Rachel. Jſaac is no where ſaid to receive 
Rebekah, nor Abram," to receive Sarui 
„by the hands of a 4 0 Nor does 
this appear to have been the caſe, either 5 
before or after the giving" of the LA, in 
the Old Teſtament ; neſther is there the 
ſmalleſt trace of it throug kout the' New 
Teſtament. So that all this learned 
author's diſcourſe about "prieſts and mar- 
riages, ſtands on no better foundation 
than the Phariſees traditions, which were 
invented by one ſet of men, handed down 
from them to another, and Zelieved-b 
the ſuperſtitious and ignorant of ſucceed- 
ing generations, till they gained an Ay- 
thority in ſome caſes Coal to, in others 
above, the written word of God, ' 
Our author very truly ſays in a note 

It was therefore death under the 
« law of Moſes, for any ranger, that is, 
% one who was not of the prieftly order, 
to invade the prieftly office (Numb. 
% xvili. 7.) which was actually and 
„ dreadfully executed upon ſelt-fuffi- 
* cient Corab and his SER, company 

(Numb. 
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2 umb. xvi. 3. and 32.) nay, ſo very 

acred was the office of the prieſtbood, 

2% that even #ings themſelves were im- 

% mediately and fignally puniſhed by 

* Gop himſelf, for uſurping it under 

ce the law of Moſes, as e may read 

« (2 Chr. xxvi. 18, I9, 20.) in the caſe 
5 4. of ting Uzziab.” _ 

Here . abſerve, that, if it was 
fo penal to uſurp the 2 under 
the law of Moſes, whic prieſibood was 
only typical of; the priefibood of CurIsT, 
may. it not. be worth the while of this 
to conſider what it muſt be to 
uſurp the prie/ibood of CnRIsT itſelf? 
The apoſtle ſhews, Heb. vii. that the typi- 
cal prieſibood paſſed in ſucceſſion from one 
man to another, therefore there Was al- 
ways an order of men called f Gop, and 
appointed to that office; for no man 
could take that honour to himſelf, but be 
chat is called of Gon, as was. Aaron. 
| Heb. v. 4. The ſame apgſtle points out 
a very remarkable difference with reſpect 
to the priefthood of CHRIsT— which is, 
that it all reſides in Au and cannot 
paſs to any one elſe. ey truly were 
many priefis, becauſe 13 1 — not ſuf< 
fered to continue 25 reaſon of death; but 
Ibis man, becauſe e continueth: ever, "hath 


e—dTapaCatoy  Iepoouyy—a prigſtbood which 
cannot paſs from HIM to any other. This 
18 


EE 


38 a truth of the laſt importance, for our 
_ ſalvation. depends upon it, as may be 

thered from the words of the next 
verſe, (ſee Heb. vii. 23, 24, 25.) When 
therefore perſons aſſume an office, which 
is no where faid in the New Teſtament 


to belong to any but the GREAT Hion 


PRIEST, who is the glorious antitype of 
the whole Zewiſh prieſthood, and when 
they mean any thing by the © Cbriſtian 
4 prieſthood” but the prigſtbood of CuRIST 
_ himſelf, which is 4TapaEaroc, impaſſable 
from Him to any, may we not reaſona- 
bly doubt, whether Corab and his de- 
* iftical company were the only ſelf- ſuf- 
* ficient invaders of the prieftly office? 
This doubt will be ſoon. cleared up, if 
what is faid Heb, vii. viii. ix. x. touch- 
ing the difference between the prie/thood 


under the la. of Moſes, and the prieſthood 


of JesUs CuR1sT under the oath of IR Ho- 
vA, be duly conſidered and attended to. 
But our author proceeds Is it not 
in conformity to Gop's bringing the 
* firſt woman to the firſt man, that 
the miniſter, h aFs in God's ſtead in 
our ceremony, gives the woman to the 
* man, and afterwards joins: them in 
„ Gor's * name, not his own, when he 
1 1 6 fſays 
* The unauthorized uſe of the names of the di- 
vine perſons in the holy and bleſſed Trinity, — 
rie 


2 
* 
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«ſays . Thoſe whom Gop hath joined 
together (not I) let not man put aſun- 
<6 der. Vou ſee that neither the woman 
4 call give herſelf to the man, nor can her 
father or friend E her to him imme- 
„ diately, but by the hands of the prieſt 
ceny, who receiving her, as our Rubric 
<* ſays, from them, gives her to the man; 
© Which ſhews, that the compilers of our 
« matrimonial form were better e apprized 
1 | CN IEP 6 111 
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prię you the parties in matrimony, is copied, as we 
have ſeen (before, p. 150. n.) from a.decree of the Po- 
Fiſh coungil of Trent, who gave the following wicked 
reaſon for their introduction - they faid, that—** the 
<< ufe of theſe words was decreed to no other end, 
t but that in a ſhort time it might be made an ar- 
6 tigle EF, faith, that thoſe words pronounced by 
<< the pariſh preef? were the form of e 4 
So that what the 54 invented in order to make 
the people believe a he, is here treated as an efential 
part of the ceremony, or rather of the very marriage 
itſel f See Brent. Hiſt, Coun. Trent, p. 701. 
The old proverb faith“ Give the Devil his 
© due: therefore it is not quite handſome, to 
attribute this ingenious inſight into the divine in- 
titution of marriage to 5+ the. compilers of our ma- 
„ trimonial form,” for they plainly borrowed 
the chiefeſt part of 'our proceedings from the 
church of Rome. When the council of Trent, 
building on Pope Innocent the IIId's foundation, 
{ſee before 147-150) were determined to give a 
finiſhing ſtroke to religious liberty, by throwing 
the conſciences of men into the hands of churchmen, 
and to make the marriage-union no longer depen- 
dent on Gop's word, but on man's law, they eſta- 
Þliſhed a decree as follows: e een 
Wii * And 


„ 


of the divine inſtitution of marriage, 
5% as well as of the ſacred importance of 
«© the prieft's office, than ſome among us 
i a; profeat jcem to: bes. i. 


hy 


And becauſe prohibitions do no good, the ſynod 
© doth command, that the matrimony ſhaf 
'*© be. denounced in the church three feſtival- 
days (we ſay Sundays) before it be contracted, 
and, no impediment being found, ſhall be ce- 
«© lebrated in the face of the church; where the 
0 pariſh-prieft, having interrogated the man and 
c the woman, and heard their conſent, thall ſay, 
Join you in matrimony * ſay, I é pro- 
* nounce you to be man and wife together) 
in the name of the Father, Son, and Holy Gba, 
and fhall uſe other words accuſtomed in the 
province. Notwithſtanding, the fynod doth 
s refer it to the will of the biſhop (here's a ſalvo 
for licences) to omit the. banns ; but doth de- 
<< clare thoſe. to be zncapable of marriage, who 
, attempt to contract it without the preſence 
of the pariſb-prieſt, or another prieſti of equal 
c authority, and of two or three witnefles ; 
„ making void and nullifying ſuch contracts, and 
<« puniſhing the tranſgreſſors.“ Afterwards it 
faith, 5 The /pnod will have this decree to be in 
„force within thirty days after it ſhall be pub- 
e liſhed in every pariſn.— Brent. 7858. 
To hear a grave and learned Proteſtant. divine 
comment on all this Popiſb rubbiſh, juſt as ſo- 
lemnly as if it was a decree of Heaven, affords 
no ſmall proof of the force of prejudice and ſu- 
perſtition: and indeed, were not the ſubje& too 
ſerious for ſuch an expreſſion, might be called ridi- 
culous. The above is nearly the model of our 
marriage plan, as it ſtands at preſent, and tho- 
roughly vacates the divine obligation ariſing from 
the divine command, 
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If our compilers of the marriage- cere- 
mony, meant to repreſent what was 
done in Paradiſe, at the firſt inſtitution 
of marriage, they have acquitted them- 
ſelves very aukwardly, for there is not 
a ſingle circumſtance alike. - 

As to the minifter's acting in Gop's 
ſead”—1 do not find that Gop did any 
thing but bring her to the man, whereas 
with us the man brings the woman to 
church, and fets her before the miniſter 
—nor did Gop ſpeak on the occafion— 
whereas the miniſter reads a long cere- 
mony, attended with many * circumſtan- 

ces 


* Burnet, in his preface to Hift. Ref. obſerves, 
that the primitive Chriſtians brought in many rites 
„of Heatheniſm into their worſhip.” —-The uſe of 
the ring in marriage, ſeems to have been derived 
from this ſource, for that it was an heathen cuſtom 
appears in Hooker, Eccl. Pol. fol. edit. 1723, p. 267. 

he 7ews, not improbably, borrowed it alſo from the 
Heathen; for that the bridegroom put a ring on the 
bride's finger is certain. Broughton Hiſt. Lib. vol. ii. 
179. We take it from the church of Rome. 
Mr. Chambers Dict. under the word Ring—gives 
us the following account: | x 
A ſecond kind of rings were the annuli ſponſa- 

& litii, wedding-rings. Some carry the origin of 
«© this cuſtom as far back as the Hebrews, on the au- 
„ thority of a text in Exod. xxxv. 22. Les of Mo- 
dena, however, maintains that the antient He- 
* brews did not uſe any nuptial ring. Selden, in his 
& Ux. Heb. lib. ii. c. 14. owns, that the gave a 
ring in the marriage, but that it was 2 in lieu 
of a piece of money of the ſame value, which had 
* uſed to have been given before. The 
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ces which are entirely the invention of 
the compilers — therefore the . miniſter's 
« acting in Gop's ſtead” without being 
commanded ſo to do, either by precept 
or example from Gop's book, is, if very 
cloſely attended to, and examined upon 
the footing of ſcripture, not quite fo- 
like what paffed in Paradiſe, as what 
was tranſacted on a certain occaſion which 
our author has mentioned, concerning 
certain “ ſelf-ſufficient intruders” into 
an office which did not belong to them, 
not being eſpecially appointed thereunto 
dy Gop bhimſelf. If the fate chuſes that 
the civil contract, which is to give the 
ſecurity which it requires for the mar- 
riage of the parties, ſhould pats get. 
the hands of a mmzſter in a church, in the 
preſence of the congregation, a decent pro- 
per ceremony compiled for that purpoſe is 
certainly expedient—but when we are told 
of a divine in/titution—the importance of the 
prieſts office—his acting in Gop's flead, and 
in Gop's name we muſt require plain ſerip- 
ture- proof for all this; but more eſpecially 
when we are informed, that all this muſt 
The Greeks and Romans did the ſame; and, from 
© them, the Chriſtians took it up very early, as appears 
<< from Tertullian, and in ſome antient liturgies, 
© wherewe find the form of ble/jing the nuptial ring. 
The uſe of the ring in marriage is, therefore, not one 
of thoſe circumſtances which are to be reckoned among 
the inventions of our compilers of the marriage-ceremony. 


2 be 
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be complied with on pain and peril of eter- 
nal damnation ;. for that muſt be the conſe- 
Aer of living-i in «© an habitual ſtate of 
 aohoredom and fornication,” which our au- 
:ber, hath peremptorily declared to be the 
caſe of all, who are not pronounced man 
d wife. b the « mouth of a prieſt.” 
x men not have ſaid 15 . on 
this author's doctrines upon the ſubject 
of marriage, were they not embraced fo, 
generally among us; they have, ſince 
Pope Innocent the IIId. laid the foundation 
of them, by throwing marriage into the 
hands of ecclefiaſtics, been growing in cre- 
dit, till at length it became, among the 
generality, almoſt eſtabliſhed as an article 
of faith, and now confirmed by act of par- 
liament, 26 Geo. II. c. 33. that, 2 wil 
« there is no ceremony performed by a 
& prieſt (and this under certain conditions of 
& human invention there is nomarriage*,” 
conſequently the divine institution, with all 
its ce of obligation, is entirely va- 


l cated 


* A recent and moſt melaneholy inſtance of this 
3 and antiſcriptural /ye, as to its e 
with regard tothe principles and practices of mankin 
has appeared in the ſad and deplorable cataſtrophe of 
the unfortunate Miſs Ray, and of her ſtill more unfor- 
tunate admirer Mr. H.— Had the divine law, and not 
Pepiſb tradition, been made the bafis of our laws with 
reſpect to marriage, he would have been taught to 
have conſidered her ſituation as that of the wife of 
the noble Lord, by whom ſhe _ ſeveral 9 

an 


wu 
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cated and ſet aſide, nor ean the ſcripture 
be brought, with its due authority, to 
reſcue thoſe from deſtruction and per- 
dition, who have a right to its pro- 
tection. How ſubſervient this human 
marriage-icheme has been made, by the 
father of hyes, to the intereſts of his king- 
dom, in the promotion and increaſe of 
whoredom and profiitution, I need not be 
at much pains to prove; the eyes and 
ears of every man who walks the ſtreets 
of our metropolis after ſun-ſet, will be 
very ſufficient judges of the matter from 
their own ͤobſervation. 

J will now ſhut up my remarks on our 
learned author, with citing entirely a very 
awful paſſage, which he 8 tranſctibed 
partially at the conclufion of his 726 di 
courſes, I teſtify unto every man that 
heareth the words of the prophecy of. this 
book, if any man ſhall ApD unto theſe 
things, Gop ſhall App unto him the 
plagues that are written in this book, And 


and with whom, it was ſaid, ſhe had cohabited from 

the age of ſixteen, to the fatal moment which 

firſt brought Mr, H. to her acquaintance—he. could 
never have thought of ſoliciting her hand in mar- 

riage, and conſequently of indulging ſuch a reſent- 

ment, on her petfiſting in a refuſal, as at laſt ended 

in his becoming her murderer, and, intentionally, his 

 own—but he was awfully reſeryed for the hands of 
the Vor executioner ! _ Ih | 
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if ay may all TAKE AWAY from the 
0 s book of this Prophecy, Gop 
Pol LAs AwaY his part out of the 
book of life, and out. of the holy city, 
and from the things which are written 
in this book. Comp. Rev. XXL, 18, 19. 

with Deut. iv. 2. 

„The church of England, b 
* ſhe does not conſider marriage as a 
* ſacrament, yet looks upon it as an in- 
e ſtitution ſo ſacred, that it ought always 
* to be celebrated by an eccle efaſtical. per- 
« ſon. And by ſeveral canons of our 
church it is declared, to be no leſs 
than proſtituting one's daughter, to 
give her in 1 without the blefi- 
ing of a pri 5 But marriages with- 
"* out this ſanction are not therefore 
'* null and void. For, though the poſi- 
tive lau of man ordains marriage to 
* be made by a prieſt, that. law on!. 

% makes ee 5 ng 
e nized irregular, but does not diffolve 
„% them.“ _ Braughton... Hiſt. , Lib. tit. 

| Marriage. This paſſage in Mr. Brough- 
ton is confirmed by authorities eited in 
the margin of his bock; and ſetves to 
prove 18 ſentiments of the ehurch of 
England, with regard to marriape;' ante- | 
"cedently' to the narriage- act the paſſ- 

« ing of which has overturned e 
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of the divine inlitution, as being of any 
obligation merely in ſelf; ſo that mar- 
riage is now more like a creature the 
Aale than an ordinance of Heaven. 

However, it does appear, that though 
the church of England made ſome. canons 
in very early days which favoured of Ju- 
perftition, yet ſhe has uniformly. main- 
*tained fo far the honour of the divin⸗ 
inſtitution, that an irregularity. (e ven the 
want of a prieft) in the adminiſtration. 
of the ceremony which was to attend the 
ſolemnization of it, did not vacate the 
obligation of the thing ſeth. ; Sec. he 


fore p. 53, 54- 
To conclude.—If 1 conklts io 


believing. certain religious tenets. which 
have no foundation or warrant from the 
ſeri ture, as well as in ſetting up human 
n as a rule of faith and practice in 
. matters —if hereſy conſiſts in 
adhering to certain poſitions and doc- 
trines as ſo many religious truths, which 
are os. with, and in many. re- 
ſpects oppo/ire to the mind and will of 
— as revealed in the ſcripture—I will 
leave it to the diſcretion of the reader 
to determine, under which of the t 
he will rank the following. poſitions, 
'which are deducible from the ſyſtems of 
law and divinity in this kingdom. 
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That a man can ſeduce a virgin, and 
lie with* her, and yet ſhe not be his 
une in the fight of Gov, and the man 
not be compellable to make her ſo in 
the face of the world. 
That no union is binding on the par- 
ties, unleſs authorized by Buman laws. 

That a man and woman may divorce 
each other, ſo as that the woman may 
marry again to another —if not joined by 
act of parliament. 

That polygamy, though ee of Gop 
under the Old d Teſtament, was forbidden 
by Jesvs CuRIST under the New Teſ- 
tament, and is therefore Smful, and if ſo, 
damnable. 

That whine: a man has rwe wives of 
bis own, he ſhall be deemed a felon, and 
ſuffer death as ſuch—but if he debauch 
ever ſo many 8 or” other men he ſhall 
be free. 

That it is a greater crime to be a Poly- 


gamiſt in one inſtance, than to be a whore 
monger in an hundred. x 


That 


2 


us * an apothegm of Cardinal ee ee about the 
time of the reformation, who ſaid “ Multo gra- 
e vius eſſe peccatum quod ſacerdotes fiant mariti, 
« quam ſi plurimas domi meretrices alant.. It 
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That it is more criminal to marry two 
wives, than to defile and then abandon 


ever ſo many virgin. 


That human laws, maxims, cuſtoms, 
inventions, and prejudices, are to ſu- 
perſede the obligation of the divine 


| That 


„ was. a much more grievous fin that prieſts ſhould 
% marry, than that they ſhould tee many harlats. 
However ſhocking the Cardinal's ſentiments may 
ſeem to us, yet they are not at all more oppoſite to 
ſcripture, than ours upon the ſubjects here men- 
tioned: and may ſerve to ſhew, how far ſuperſti - 
tion and prejudice, may lead thoſe. who leave the. 
ward: f God, turn their ears from the truth, and 
art turned unto . A Dim Il | 
Some time before the reformation, the magiſtrates 
of the $ww:/5 cantons made an edict that Every, 
<< fprieſt ſhould. be bound to have his proper con- 
©. cubine,. that he might not enſnare the chaſtity of 
< modeſt women.” ary ova. 3 
Huge, Biſhop of Conſtance, in his letter to Zurio 
againſt Zuinglius, ſays— “ though this ſeemed. a 
<< ridiculous, decree, yet it was neceſſary o be 
„made, nor could be changed, unleſs that as 
„ much as was conſtituted in favour of Zeeping con- 
„ cubines, were at that preſent converted . unto 
& lawful matrimony.” See Brent. Hiſt, Counc. 
IMP £2 115) ln nbogonine as w Hato; 
As for Luther, becauſe he wrote againſt the ce- 
libacy of the priz/ts and monks, the nuncio of 
Pepe Adrian to the diet of Noremberg, anno 
1523, repreſented him as © treading in the way 
that Mabomet did long ago, permitting carnal 
b inclinations to be fatiated,” He alſo obſerved, 
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That Jxsus CnuRIisT has taught a 
more pure and perfect ſyſtem of morals 
than is contained in the h of the Old 


- © 


Teſtament. 


that © religious men forſook the cloifters, and 
<« returned to the world—that prieſis married, to 
the great diſgrace and contempt of religion—where- 
< fore it was neceſſary that ſome orders were taken, 
5 that theſe ſacrilegious marriages might be diſſolved, 
ec the authors ſeverely puniſhed,” and the apoſtates 
5 reduced under the power of their ſuperiors.” 
Brent. 25, 26. After this, anno 1530, the Em- 
peror Charles V. made an edict, that the mar- 
ried pries ſhould either forſake their wives, or be 
panne Ib. 57. — One accuſation againſt good 
Biſhop Crumner was, that he had been twice mar- 
ried: that he had kept a wife ſecretly in the time 
ol Hen, VIII. and 215 in the reign of Edw. VI. 
pin vol. ii. p. 44. In 1554, ſeven Biſhops were 
deprrvad by been commiffion, — having: defled 
their functions by contracting marriage, in con- 
tempt of Gov; and manifeſt” ſin of their bun ſouls, 
as well as to the grievous offence of all orders of 
eople,” both clergy and laity. See Burnet Hiſt. 
Reforny: Fr oe ea 
Wen Gregory VII. or Hildebrand, made his de- 
cree agàinſt the marriage of ecclefiaftics, he branded 
it with the odious title of the hereſy of the Nico- 
EAITANS;" Hiſt. of Popery, vol. i. p. 33 
1 mention theſe things, to ſhew further, what 
abſurdity, folly, and wickedneſs men may fall into 
themſelvVcs, and lead others into, when human 
imagination uſurps the place of divine wiſdom, and 
we ceaſe to eleave to the divine teſtimony as the only 
rule of right and wrong, though under notions of 
ſtricter purity and more exemplary holineſs. © 


That 
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That therefore 1 men are to govern them 
ſelves by ſome preceprs of Erster not 
by the moral” law of the Old fes — 
ment. Ste vol. i. p. 323; 347. f 
I could almoſt Rais l the words 
of the Marquis of Bag: in his in- 
genious Eſſay on Crimes and Puniſhments, 
and fay of ſuch poſitions as theſe, as he 
does 'of certain modes of proſecution— 
« What a laby 'rinth of abſurdities ! ab- 
e ſurdlities, Which“ (it is to be hoped) 
«© will appear incredible to Har ppier po- 
* ſterity. The philoſopher only will be 
7 able to read in the nature of man, the 
<< poſſibility of there ever having been 
„ fuch a ſyſtem ! 
When the reader has revolved the 
above poſitions, and perhaps others which 
may incidentally ariſe from them, within 
his mind, he will moſt likely begin to 
ſee, — * than he did before, into that 
myſtery of . iniquity, which, mixing its 
baleful influence in the corrupt minds 
of men, transfuſes itſelf as well into 
their religious, as into their worldly ſyſ- 
tems; and renders both, as far as the: 
are connected with each other, either 
independent on, inconfiftent with, or oppo- 
ite to, the plan of the divine government: 
and theſe in more reſpects than we are 


> big apt 
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apt to imagine, till we examine into, 
and ſeriouſly conſider the ſubject, on the 
footing of the divine {aw ite; and 
weigh the importance of the law, as 
well as of our obedience to it, by that 
holy jealouſy over it, which the GREAT 
Law-GiveR HIMSELF hath manifeſt- 


* 


ed in His word, This zeelouſy of Gob 
over His laws, as a neceſſary appendage 
to the preceding pages, ſhall be the 
ſubject _ the next chapter, 


; Of God's  Fealoufy over His Lows. 


JFUHIS title may be faid to form a 
\ conſiderable part of the ſubje& of 
holy writ, and indeed to pervade, and, 
like the warp through the woof, to run 
throughout the whole. The more we 
contemplate thoſe authentic records of 
the mind and will of Gop, the more aw- 
fully ſhall we find this truth illuſtrated 
both by precept and example.—T he 
LokD thy GoD am a jealous GoD, vifiting 
the fins of the fathers upon the children, unto 
the third and fourth generation of them 
that hate me. Exod, Xx. 5.—and again, 
Nah. i. 2. God it jealous, and the Lok p 
revengeth ; the LORD revengeth and is fu- 
rious, the LORD will take vengeance on His 
adverſaries, and He reſerveth wrath for His 
enemies. | TL” 
An exemplification of this character of 
the holy Gop, began with the fir act of 
man's difobedience—By one man fin entered 


into the world, and death by fin. Rom. v. 7 . 


L 24 þ 
—The wages of fin is death* Rom. vi. 23. 
bi the 45 thou eateft thereof thou ſhalt 
ſurely die. Gen. ii. 17. Nor was this 
death a mere perſonal puniſhment, inflicted 
merely on the perſon of the h offender 
— but on his who/e ee * _— all 
die. 1 Cor. xv. 8 * 
When nen e on 150 carth, tran * 


11 
x 


* ith the e 7 the 25 — 
. their e, 5 royed by fire, 
and brimſtene\rained down upan them, Fran 


the. LORD out. 2 zen, _ 24. 
Not to dwel e e let us 
for a While deſcend to partigulars, a 
Fe e ſhall find Gop's jealouſy cv His 5 
iſplayed throughout the ſcripture. Even 
the ceremonial inigutions urnith. us with 
examples of this. For ipſtance, in the 
caſe of Nadab and Abibu, ev, X. 1,—of 
Korah, Datllan, and 3 and all that 


* 
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Oba xiiii 10. we ſee. Uzza ſtruck dead; 
for only fouching the ark, which belonged: 
alone to Aaron and his fons to do. Numb. 
iv. 5, 15. To theſe inſtances may be 
added that of 50, yo * men ſtruck dead 
for looking into the ark at Bethſhemeſh, | 
1 Sam. vi. 19. Comp. Nuinb. iv. 19, 20. 
See 1 Chron. xv. 13. So that, even in 
reſpect of breaches of the ceremonial law, 

the men of Betiſbemeſb might well ſay 
who: is able to fans: ER this gy Lonn 
Gop!) ;i: 
_ Likewiſe. on the bear Uf poſitive bee. 
2. 3 but occafional and 
of Gor over bis laws is terris 
wn — ; as in the caſe of .Achan, 
Joſh. vii. 25.—in the caſe of Saul, king 
of Hrael, 1 Sam. xv. 23.—of the diſbe- 
dient prophet, 1 Kings xiii. 21.—of —_— 
king 'of Iſrael," 1 Kings xx. 42. 

From hence let us look to the t 
Jaw; which was ordained to be a rule of 
12 to all ne b IP and . 


* Thus it ſtands i in our ö "Ol there-i is 
not any abſolute neceſſity to underſtand it of ſo 
many, or of more than 70 men out of 50,000 men 

tuaginta viros quinquaginta millia virorum. 
Mont. — which. may certainly be looked __— as a 
fair rendering of the Hebrew. | 

See ſome ingenious remarks on this paſſage in Let- 

ters of certain — to M. de Voltaire, vol. i. 320 - 1. 


upon 
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upon the face of the earth, whitherſoever 
the word of Gon. ſhould come. This can 
never vary nor decay, becuaſe: it is 
founded in the very nature of that rela- 
tion which men bear to Gop and each 
ather. The commandment which ſtands 
firſt; and is evidently the ground of all 
the reſt, faith—Thou /halt: have no other 
Cops but me. How all contempts of 
this law' were puniſhed, may be feen in 
the fear ful deſtruction of the ſeven nations 
in the land of Canaan— allo in Gon's 
delivering the Gentiles into the hands of 
thoſe — of tyrants and deſtroyers, their 
don vile affettions, ſo ſtrikingly deſcribed 
by the apoſtle, Rom. i. 21, &c.—As to 
what the Fews ſuffered for turning from 
God to idoli, it is ſo often e as 
to form a chief part in the hiſtory of all 
the calamities which, were brought upon 
them by the righteous judgment of Gop. 
Not only the actual breach of this com- 
mandment, but even the enticing ano- 
ther to it, whether the enticer prevailed 
or not, was puniſhed with death, and 
that without mercy, even though the en- 
ticer was a man's deareſt friend, his neareſt 
relation, the w * of bis *. See Deut. 
Xi}. 6, &c. | 
4 


As the firſt {ae "was We 
cure Gop's honour, as the only object 
worſhip, fo the ſecond was like unto it, 
for it was to ſecure that worſhip” s being 
paid Him in the way which He Himſelf 
had appointed. Hence the worſhip of 
Him under the form of images, molten or 
graven by art and man's device, was ex- 
preſsly forbidden. What His Jealauſy 
over this law was, may be learned from 
Exod. xxxii. when the POP changed 


their glory into the femilitude of an o that 


eateth graſs. (Pf. cvi. 19, 20.) And 
there fell in that day about 3000. men, 
(ver. 28.) beſides what fell by the plague 


afterwards, ver. 35. Nay Gop would 
ave deſtroyed them {all} had not Mosks 
His choſen "Rood before him in the breach, to 


turn away His wrath, le 25 He ſhould air 
them. Pf. cvi. 23. 


All znage-worſhip was abſolutely for- 
bidden by this law, whether the ido] was 
meant as repreſentative of the true God, 
AS in the caſe of the golden calf (ſee Exod. 


xxxii 4, 5.) or of 27 deities of the Hea- 
then, & LES the caſe of the Ifraelites in 


the matter of Baal. Pear. The apoſtle 
( Cor. x. 8.) alludes to this, when he ſays 
Neither let us commit fornication, as ſome 
: of them commared, and fell in one day 23,000. 
0 9 | The 
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The words raue / and ere here, 
*anſwer to he word nr Numb. xxv. 1. 
Which we tranſlate committed wwhoredom=— 
but the word whoredom in this place, ſaid 
to be committed with the D . Moab, 
and the fornication ſpoken of by the ap 


th, are not to be underſtood in the com- 


mon acceptation of thoſe terms, as merely 
fp nifying intercourſe with Sarlats, but 

fo an idolatrous proſtitution of the women 
in honour of the idhl, which among many 
nations was looked upon as a religious rite. 
This was the caſe with the Maabites, as 
appears from the whole chapter; and the 
fin of the Maelites was, firſt, their yield- 
ing to the temptation of the Maabitiſop 


women, ver. 1. and then their mixing in 


the idolatrous impurities which were prac- 


tiſed in honour of the Moabitiſb idol. 
Comp. Numb. xxxi. 16. Hence the 


holy zeal of Phineas, who flew Zimri and 
Corbi, is marked with ſuch applauſe, 


11, 12.:1 3% £5.00, Fre as he thereby 


vindicated the honpur 0 Jebovab, in be- 


ing an inſtrument in his hands of puniſh- 
ing thoſe monſtrous defilers of bis law. 
And indeed their, fin was a complicated 
Inſult on the fir/? and fecond command- 
ments. How Gop's jealouſy over + His 
laws ve Operates on the occaſlon, may be 
& bu learned 
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learned from che juägnient He in 
Numb. xxv. 3, 4, 55 9. To this we may 
add the hiſtory of CET, kin gf the 
"Fen tribes of Th rael, whoſe devili po cy 
led him to (Et u 640 calves; one LY 2 
tbel, the other in Dan, that the people 
might worſhip, There, aud not go to. 18 
| ruſalem, thinking hereby to prevent their 

being drawn into a revolt from him to 

the king of Judab; but his fin is marked, 
as it were, with a pen of iron, as cutting 
of and deſtroying the houſe of Feroboam from 
the face of the earth. 1 Kings xii. 34. 

The third commandment was to ſecure 
the honour due unto the Sly and reverend 
name (Pſ. cxi. 9.) of Febovah Aleim—the 
LORD Gop that it ſhould not be men- 
tioned in a. bain, irreverent, or profane 
manner. In Lev. xxiv. 10. we find a 
man, by God's expreſs order (ſolemnly 
delivered by Urim and Thummim) ſtoned 
to death for a breach of this command- 
ment, though ſeemingly not done in a 
eliberate, but baſty manner, wh lle Hriv- 
- og: with another man. 

The fourth neee e which, a8 
to the moral intendment of it, was to ſe- 
cure a ſtated portion of our time to be ſet 
apart as Hallbꝛied, and ſacred to the more 
immediate worſhip of Gop, was not Teſs 

| an 
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an object of Gopꝰs jealouſy ; for we find 
the ſame judgment as before, delivered 
and inflicted in the ſame ſolemn and awful 
manner, and terribly executed, for a breach 
of this law, and that too in the inſtance 
of a man, who only gathered a few flicks on 
the ſabbatb- dax. 1 
Soy having, in the „ table of the 
law, provided for His own glory, wor- 
ſhip, and ſervice, proceeds in the ſecond 
to publiſh His will concerning thoſe re- 
lative duties, which men owe each other 
as children of one common Father. Ac- 
_cordingly—the th commandment en- 
Joins duty * to parentis—Honour thy father 
e RING and 
The words of this law ſhew it to belong, in 2 
very ee and eſpecial manner, to the Fews— 
© That thy days may be long in the land which the 
« Lorp thy Gop giveth thee.” The land here 
meant is doubtleſs the land of Canaan, to take poſ- 
| hi of which they were now journeying from 
Wh pt. ä s Ts 
But doth this c/au/e ſo reſtrain this commandment 
to the Fews, as to exempt Chriſtians from an obe- 
dience to it? Certainly not—becaiiſe the reaſon of 
this law muſt ever ſurvive, it having a moral. in- 
tendment, in its enjoining reverence and duty of 
children to parents, which can never ceaſe, till 
thoſe relations ſhall ceaſe from the earth. And 
this, as I have elſewhere obſerved, is the beſt rule 
to judge of every part of the divine Jaw :—where the 
duties which that law enjoins, or thoſe apparent | 
ES „ 
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and thy mother, &c, God's jealouſy over 
this law is ſuch, that when the cur/es 
from mount Ebal were ſolemnly. pro- 
nounced, Deut. xxvii. one of them runs 
thus Ver. 16. Curſed is he that ſetteth 
light by his father or his mother ; and all 
the people ſhall ſay—AMEN. In what a 
dreadful manner diſobedient children were 
to be puniſhed, appears from Deut. xxi. 
18—21, Lev. xx. 9. See Prov. xxx. 17. 
The fearful example of Ab/alom- is re- 
corded 2 Sam. xvill. 9, 14. IR. 
The fxtheommandment forbidsmurder. 
The breach of this law ſtands marked with 
the heavieſt doom on the offender, Gen. 
ix. 6. Whoſo ſheddeth man's blood, by man 
ſhall his blogd be ſhed.— Numb. xxxv. 31. 
Ye ſhall take no ſatigfaction for the life of a 


miſchiefs which it was intended to remedy, equally 
concern or affect mankind at all times and places 
alike, there can be no reaſon for the ceſſation of the 
law itſelf, but its duration muſt be commenſurate 
with that of the objects of it. . . 
On this principle, thoſe laws of Exod. xxii. 16. 
and Deut. xxii. 28, 29. which were apparently 
made for the ſecurity and protection of the female 
ſex, muſt be as obligatory upon Chri/tians as upon 
Jews. The miſchiefs which have accrued from lay- 
ing them aſide, are dreadful to think on, but never 
can be remedied or put a ſtop. to, but by the reſto- 
ration of thoſe laws to the reſpect and honour which 
are due to them. 3 | 
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murderer which is guilty of death, but he 
fall be SURELY put to death. Here is 
another inſtance of the reduphcatory em- 
phaſis in the Hebrew language - r NY = 
— Moriendo moriatur—dymg he ſhall die— 
noting the certainty of what is faid. See 
the terrible examples of Agag, 1 Sam. xv. 
33. Ahab and Jezebel, 1 Kings xxi. 19. 
XX11. 34, 35, 38. xxi. 23, 24. 2 Kings 
Ix. 30, &c. ***V e 

The ſeventb commandment faith— 
Thou fhalt not commit adultery. We have 
already obſerved, that the uniform and 
anvaried ufe of the word 5x3—which we 
haye as uniformly and unyariedly tranſ- 
lated adultery, telates to the defilement of 
a betrothed or married woman—that this 
word is uſed to denote the turning from 


„ v+.Ss 


Hebrew ſcripture. That the ſeventh com- 
mandment therefore prohibits a woman's 
taking or going to any man but her own, 
one, proper huſband, is too plain to admit 
of the leaſt doubt. Gop's jealouſy over 
this law appears from the penalty inflicted 
on the breakers of it, which is certain} 

death, both of the woman who was defiled, 


„ 
and of the man who defiled her. Ley! 
So jealous is God. of the honour of this 
law, that even a bare ſuſþicion which a 
man entertained of the chaſtity of his 
wife, ſubjected her to a moſt ſevere and 
awful trial, where, if ſhe was guilty, Gop 
pledged Himſelf to diſcover it even by mi- 
racle—by turning a little harmleſs gyft and 
innocent water into a deadly and deſtruc- 
tive poiſon. Numb. v. 17, 22. None of 
this ever happened to a man who had 
taken, or was ſuſpected to have taken, a 
ſecond wife to his fit. But why not, if 
- the law equally .reached his caſe? Can 
Gop be ſuppoſed to be leſs jealous of His 
law, if a man was guz/fy, or ſuſpefed to 
be guilty, of a breach of it, than in the 
caſe of guilt, or ſuſpicion of guilt, on the 
woman's fide? Why is e to ſuffer ſhame, 
the moſt excruciating forments, and even 
death itſelf, and the man on Hit fide be 
free from even the leaſt reprehenſion? 
Shall not the Fudge of all the earth do 
right ? Gen. xviii. .25.—But one good 
reaſon can be aſſigned for this difference, 
which is, that the woman was condemned 
by the law, the huſband was not. This 
Na diſtinction meets us every where 
throughout the Bible. If a wife took a 
RS, 
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fecond huſband, living her fit, they were 
called adulterer and adultereſs, and both 
the wife, and the man who took her, 
were to be ſtoned to death, and if any iſſue 
was born of ſuch commerce, it was to be 
excommunicated from the congregation of 
the LorD, even to the Zenth generation, 
Deut. xxiii. 2. Where is there any thing 
of this to be found on the man's fide ?— 
So far from it, the iſſue of a ſecond wife, 
living a firſt, was expreſsly, by Gop's po- 
fitive law, to be looked upon as legitimate 
as the iſſue of the fit, Deut. xxi. 15. 
No excommunication of the iſſue fol- 
lowed. The direct contrary appears from 
the inſtances of the twelve ſons of Jacob, 
who were equally heirs to, and inheritors 
of the land of Canaan—of Samuel, who 
miniſtered to the Loxp in the tabernacle 
in his very childhood —of Solomon, who 
built and dedicated the temple of Gop— 
and, in ſhort, in every other inſtance, 
without exception, which we meet with in 
holy Torit. ; 5 
When David took the wife of Uriah, 
he was ſeverely reprimanded by the pro- 
For Nathan; but after Uriah's death, 
he takes the ſame woman; though he had 
other ive before, and no fault is found 
with him; nor is he charged with the 
DIY | leaſt 
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leaſt flaw or infincerity in his-repentance 
on that account. The child which was the 
fruit of his intercourſe with Bathſbeba, 
during her huſband Uriah's life, Gop 
firuck to death with His own hand, 2 Sam. 
ii. I5. Solomon, born of the ſame wo- 
man, begotten by the ſame man in a ſtate 
of polygamy, is called Fedediah, or beloved 
e the LoRD—acknowledged' by Gop 

Himſelf as David's lawful iſſue, 1 Kings 
v. 5. and as ſuch ſet upon His throne. All 
this, and much more which might be, and 
indeed has been mentioned, ſhews that po- 
lygamy is not, nor ever was, an object of 
the ſeventh commandment.— To aſſert 
that it is, is not only without evidence, 
but againſt all the evidence which the 
word of Gop affords us on the ſubject. 
Had «this been an equal offence on the 
man's fide as on the woman's, the jealouſy 


of Gop over his Jaws would not. have ; 


ſuffered him to have been filent on a 
ſubject ſo important to the glory of His 
HOLY LAW. Had it indeed been any 
breach of that law whatſoever, we muſt 
have found ſome traces of His anger. 
againſt it, not every where have met with 
His entire acquieſcence and approbation. 
Otherwiſe J know not how we can ſay 
with David, or how he, of all men, 

| R 3 | coun 
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could ſfay—Thy word is a lamp unto my 
Feet, and a light unto my path. Pf. cxix. 
105. There is not a Gagle breach of the 
divine law that is not marked out, ſome- 
where or other, either direct) or by 
conſequence, with tokens of Gop's diſ- 
approbation and. diſpleaſure: but his 
is no where ſo marked; therefore we 
muſt either conclude, that we are left 
in the dark concerning the meaning and 
import of the ſeventh commandment, or 
that polygamy is no fin againſt it: to con- 
clude the in, is an impeachment of 95 
holmeſs, wiſdom, and juſtice of Gop; 

infer the ſecond, is to eſtabliſh the con- 
fiſtency and harmony of the ſcriptures, in 
the character which they have given us of 
the 3/efſed Gor, who is to judge His rea- 
ſonable creatures by that law, which He 
hath commanded, and made known unto 
them. To imagine that the holy Loxp 
Gop—whoſe zealouſy over His laws is ſuch, 
as to command a man to be /toned to death 
for a ſingle breach of the fourth com- 
mandment, and that only in gathering a 
few ſticks on the ſabbath-day—ſhould al- 
low, bleſs, on, and promote a breach 
of the | /eventh commandment, without a 
ſingle inftance to the contrary for teen 
hundred years together—and of the ori- 
ginal nſtitution of marriage (which is as 


"+ | 
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poſfitive a law as the other) for about * 


thouſand years together —is wholly irre- 
concileable with the ſcripture- account of 
Him, whoſe glory it is to be of purer 
eyes than to bebold evil, and who cannot 
look on iniquity. Hab. i. 13. 

Superſtition itſelf ſeems abaſhed at the 
idea, and, in order to maintain its em- 
pire over the minds of men, to retire 
behind thoſe intrenchments of error, 
which, even in the days of the apoſtles, 
began to be thrown up by the heretic 
Cerinthus, in that horrid poſition, that 
e the bleſſed Aon, who took on him 
oh the perſon of the man JIꝝsus, con- 
ſtantly oppoſed the God of the Jews.” 
However ſhocking this may ſound in 
words, yet in truth and in fact it is 
maintained in ſubſtance, by thoſe who 
repreſent the LoRxD JESUS CuRIsT as 2 
new laugiver, and as enacting laws con- 
trary fo, or inconſiſtent .20:th, the laws 
of the Old Teſtament ; or who ſay with 
Socinus, that ChRIST“Ss miſſion upon 
« earth was to exhibit to mortals a e 
* /aw, diſtinguiſhed from al others by 
c its unblemiſhed ſanctity and perfection. 
Let us weigh the poſition, that. Gop 

e allowed polygamy under the Old Teſta- 
F# ment = but CarisT forbad it as ad- 
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# fery under the New Teſtament,” in 
this balance, we ſhall find, in all ſenſe 
-and reaſon, their apo dupois i is ſo equal, 
that the weight of an hair, or the breath 
of a fly, would turn the ſcale. 

Such is Gop's jealouſy over His laws, 
that He pofitively commanded —none 
ſhould add to them, or diminiſh from them. 
Deut. iv. 2. Whoſoever did either, would 
be guilty of a breach of this expreſs com- 
mand; as ſuch would be a „inner; for fin 
zs the tranſgreſfon of the law. To fix this 
on CHRIST, is an horrible blaſphemy; : and 
could it be proved, that in any one in- 
ſtance CHR1sT added to or diminiſbed 
from the law of Gop, by ordaining any 
thing contrary to or inconſiſtent with it, 

it would, as before obſerved, be making 

Him a greater impoſtor than Mahomet, 
who openly declared that he was ſent to 
* deſtroy the law of the ſcripture, and 
eto ſet up another of his oõẽõn: - here- 
as CHRIST declared, He came not to de- 
firoy the law, but to ful fil it, and that not 
one jot or tittle ſhould paſs from the law. 
But how could this be ſo, if CHRIST 
made that fnful which Gop made /aw- 
ful 2—if He repealed the o moral law, 


and ſet up a ne one of His own ? Thoſe 


X who can imagine fuch 3 little con⸗ 
© ſider 
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ſider the ſcripture- character of that jaa. 
lous Gor, who declares ſo perempto- 
rily by the pen of Divine inſpiration— 
Jam FEHOYV AH, that is My name, 

and MY GLORY I will not give to another. 
„ of the divine le- 
gillation is an eſſential part of His GLo- 
RY, Which is incommunicably Hic own, 
and which never was, or will, or can be 
communicated to auy other. When one 
of the perſons in JEHovan covenanted 
to take on Him the name and office of a 
Son (ſee Heb. i. 5. latter part, with Matt. 
iii. 17.) and was to aſſume the human 
nature as the ſecond Adam, He was to be 
made of a woman, made under the law (Gal, 
iv. 5.) not above it. It is ſaid, Phil. ii. 7. 
that He—ereroos—emptied Himſelf — that 
is, of the glory which He had with the 
Father before the world was (John xyii. 5.) 
and was made man foo on Him the form 
of a ſervant (A of a ſlave) not of a 
ſovereign and laugiver. So far from ex- 
erciſing ſuch a power, He even refuſed to 
interfere in determining a queſtion of 
private property, Luke xii. 13, 14. ſaying 
Man, who made me a judge, or a divider 
among you? And ſo far from aiming at 
kingly power (a main branch of which is 
legiſlation when He perceived that they 
RT + ONE RES woull 
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would come and take him by Force, and make 
Him KinG, He departed into a mountain 
2 alone. John v. 15.— He had in- 
deed a kingdom, but not of this world. 
John xviii. 36. not an earthly, but an 
heavenly kingdom, where they neither marry 
nor are given in marriage, but are as the 

angels of Gop. Matt. xx11. 

The ſmall attention Which the primi- 
tive Chriſtians and fathers paid to the 
Jealouſy of Gop over His Jaws, was great- 
ly owing to their ignorance of the He- 

ew ſcriptures, conſequently. of the true 
meaning of the. Old Teſtament. They 
too much ſeparated the New Teſtament 
from it, making the /atter a ſort of new 
Altem by itſelf, and governing them- 
ſelves by what they called 2he precepts of 
CHRIST, not conſidering that theſe pre- 

> _  Ccepts had their foundation and authority 
from what was written in the Old Teſ- 
tament. Hence, for want of comparing 
the New Teſtament with the Old, they 
got into their extravagant and wild opi- 
nions about marriage. For inſtance— 
CurisT faid — There be eunuchs which 
have made themſeFves eunuchs for the king- 
dom of heaven's ſake ; he that is able to re- 
cerve it, let him receive it. — This was 
preſently turned into a diſcouragement 
of marriage, as leſs pure and holy in pour | 
".. on 
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than a Jingle life, inſomuch that the fa- 
mous * Origen, who allegorized all the 
reſt of the New Teſtament, took this 
paſſage literally, and actually caſtrated 
Ei His example was followed by 
many others, till the practice was con- 
demned, under the name of autaophony, or 
 felf-murder.' Thoſe who committed this 
violence on themſelves, *< were called by 
« the apoſtles \canous, | AvroQuoveuraus fe 
<6 murderers-—"Exx0poi Ths Te Oe th 
% enemies f GoD's workmanſhip.” 

Hammond on Matt. xix. 12. 8 
did not go ſo far as this, yet held mar- 
riage to be a carnal thing, and unfit for 
the chaſtity and purity of Chriſtians T. 
Thus, to avoid what the Devil, trans- 
formed into an angel ef light, taught * 


1 9 flouriſhed | in the third a and was 
almoſt the only one among thoſe early fathers 
who underſtood Hebrew]; but the advantage which 
this might have been to him, was all loſt by an irre- 
gular and wild fancy, which led him to interpret 
the ſcripture upon the principles of the Platonic 
philoſophy, and which this great man ſet up as a 
teſt of all religion. He ſo allegorized the 1 
that the letter of it loſt all its meaning and i 
tance.— Thus did he open a ſecure retreat for all 
kind of errors, that a wild and irregular imagina- 
tion could bring forth. See 1 Moſyeim, p. 140, 
141, 142. 

'+ The- perſuaſion was Aſt general in the third 
century, that they who took wives, were of all others 
moſt ſubject to the influence of malignant demons. 

1 Moſh. _—_ 

to 
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to eſteem a fi/thine/s of the fleſh, they fell 
into the ſpiritual plthineſs of making them- 
ſelves wier and holer than Gop. Had 
they gone to the only fountain-head of 
all true interpretation, the Old Teſtament, 
had they enquired by whom, and for 
what purpoſes, marriage was inſtituted 
they would have ſeen that the /aw was 
holy, and the commandment holy, juſt, and 
good which ordained it. They would have 
likewiſe ſeen that the ft Bling which 
ever came from Heaven to earth, after the 
creation of man upon it, was annexed to 
that command—Be fruitful and Ys 
and repleniſh the earth, Gen. 1. 28.—that, 
ſo far from a fingle life being more holy 
than a married life, the LoRD Gob ſaid— 
Tt is not good for man to be alone, I will 
make bim an Belp meet Þ for him. Gen. ii. 18. 
—that marriage itſelf was ordained by 
Gop Himſelf, as conſiſtent with the per- 

ef innocence of man's ſtate in Paradiſe, 
while he ſtood in the /ene/ſs and image of 
Gon, therefore no impurity or defilement 
could belong to it. For all theſe reaſons, 
it is impoſſible that CHRIS H ſhould mean 


+ Ms before him. Eng. Marg. I will make for 

him an help, one like himſelf. Batt. A counterpart, 

| er one e to himſelf, ſuch as the reflection 
a man's ſelf which a 4% or water ſets (T3) before 


him. Id. note on Gen. ii. 18. 


by 
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* what He ſaid, that marriage is leſs 
and pure chan a ſtate of celibacy, or 
s becoming the Chriſtian profeſſion. 
This He did not mean. What He did 
mean, Matt. xix. 12. was (as we may 
humbly. ſuppoſe) that in the times of 
the infancy bf the church, hen ſur- 
rounded by perſecution, and every oppo- 
ſition has” earth and hell could give it, 
even death itſelf threatening on all ſides 
the profeſſion of the goſpel, it was exp 
dient that thoſe who were to preach and 
profeſs it, in the midſt of a crooked and 
perverſe generation (Phil. ii. 15.) ſhould 
keep themſelves diſentangled from worldly 
engagements as much as poſſible (ſee 
2 Tim. ii. 4.) and eſpecially from thoſe 
ties which might tempt them to with- 
draw from the work t 8 were called to, 
by attention to family concerns (ſee 1 Cor. 
vii. 32, 1835 35.) or perhaps to deny the 
| faith, they were called to ſuffer 
for it. Now, : whoever preferred | theſe 
conſiderations before even the lawful in- 
dulgence of a married life, for the ſake of 
the go/þel, ſo as to remain /ingle on this 
account, might truly be ſaid to make him- 
ſelf an eunuch for the kingdom of heaven's 
Jake. This exactly harmonizes with 
x Cor. vii. in which the apoftle ſays ſo 
N in favour of a fingle” life, but ex- 
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plains the whole drift of his diſcourſe, 
ver. 26. to relate to the then reed 
ſtate of things: but as for marriage ſelf, 
he fays, Heb. xii. 4. It ig honourable in 
alf*. Had it not been ſo, we ſhould 
hardly have ſeen our Saviour beginning His 
miracles at a marriage-feaſi—thus ſanc- 
tifying by His preſence this primary or- 
dinance of Gop. Jobn ii. i I. 
From this want of comparing ritual 
things with ſpiritual, they ran into all 
thoſe extravagancies about ſecond mar- 
riages, looking on them as abominable, 
forbidding eccigfiaſtical perſons to be pre- 
_ ſent at them, and counting little better 

than whoredom and adultery a man's mar- 
rying a ſecond wife after the death of 
a fit; thus making out notions of purity 
and holmeſs, which conſiſted in nothing 
better than calling that which Gor hath 
_ cleanſed, common and unclean. Atts x. 15. 


*The apoſtle adds ꝙ n xot]n &piev]os, and the bed 
(that is the marriage-bed) is undefiled. For I take 
it the verb 4g. - is—muſt be ſupplied here as well 
as in the preceding ſentence ii 0 ye, which 
our tranſlators have rendered — marriage Is Ho- 
nourable. Why not alſo render x) n xot]y &pte]es, 
and the bed is undefiled? that is, not leſs pure than 
the bed of a ſingle per ſen. This connects the latter 
clauſe with the former, and makes the ſenſe entire 
and complete, and would have ſaved a deal of com- 
mentatorial ingenuity on the word undefiled. 


All 
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All this, in part at leaſt, is what we 


may ſuppoſe the Apoſtle to mean by Tx 


FVEULATHO rue Torn pas EV Tüte ep 
literally —pirituals of wickedneſs in heaven- 
lies—ſuch as ſpiritual pride, hypocriſy, 
error, and deceit relating to heavenly 
things, (Eph. vi. 12.) which are all the 
works of darkneſs, more etninently ſo 
when dignified with the name of ſanctity 
or holineſs: Theſe things led the way 
to monkery, nunnery, and ſchemes of 
unnatural celibacy, which have been at- 
_ tended with practices too unnatural, beaſt 
ly, and abominable to mention paces 
larly. | 

Nearly allied to their Jifoaregemeinh. 
of marriage, and condemnation of ſecund 
marriages, and indeed the natural con- 
ſequence of their wild opinions on theſe 
ſubjects, was their rage againſt polygamy, 
ranking it under the fins againſt the 
ſeventh commandment, and vouching 
Cnxisr's authority for their proceed- 
ings; wreſting that text Matt. xix. . to 
their own purpoſes, and making it con- 
tradi the whole united teſtimony of 
the Old Teſtament. In this particular 
we have trodden in their ſteps, the ge- 
nerality of our commentators make it 
_ adultery, and our municipal law, which 
does not puniſh rh yet adjudges 
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a ramiſt as worthy of death, aRuall 
. . felon, _ ranks him, 4 
this reſpect, with thieves and murderers. 
This w:/e law was made in the wie 
reign of the wiſe James I. and ſtands in 
the ſtatute-book next before the act 
which forbids perſons. to ** conſult with, 
c covenant with, entertain, employ, feed, 
& or reward any evil and wicked ſpirits.” 
— This was repealed 9 Geo. II. though 
it had /ome countenance from ſcripture— 
but polygamy has ſtill the brand of felony 
remaining upon it, though there is not 
a tittle in the word of Gop againſt it. 
Exod. xxii. 18. faith—Thou ſhall not ſuf- 
fer a witch to live: but no where does 
the law of Gop forbid polygamy : ſo that 
all that has been written, ſpoken, or 
enacted againſt it, from the days of the 
8 Chriſtians and fathers to this 
our, or may continue ſo to be, is as 
void of all warrant from Gop's law, nay, 
is as oppolite to it, as hanging a prieſi 
for marrying at all, under the ſtatute of 
31 Hen. VIII. c. 14. while it remained 
in force, or the ou/ting a man of his clergy 
under. the ſtat. Ed. 1. for having been 
twice married —or for roaſting à fellow- 
creature alive under the writ de hæretico 
comburendo. All theſe things were moſt 
highly honsured, and moſt piouſiy re- 
4 5 | ſpected, 
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fordted'i in their day, however inhuman, 
barbarous, antiſcriptural, and g wot 
able, they may now appear. to us. 
Had the jealouſy of mankind over 
the low: of Gop,. been at all times 
what it ought to have been, that 4 
vine rule of right had never been deform- 
ed and diſgraced by buman invention, 
and we never ſhould have found men 
taking upon themſelves to ſport with 
the conſciences and lives * of their fellow- 
xe, as nt humour, faſhion, or 


ſupertiition 


In the eee on the Aer pus of Bree 
11ia's Eſſay on Crimes and Puniſhments," c. xiii. the 
commentator, who is ſuppoſed to be M. de Voltaire, 
exclaims—*< Is it credible that there formerly ex- 
<< iſted a ſupreme tribunal more horrible than the 

ce inquiſition, and that this tribunal was eſtabliſhed 
c by Charlemagne ? It was the judgment of "— 
<< phalia, otherwiſe called the '/hemic court. 

e ſeverity, . or rather the cruelty, of this court, 
«£6 went ſo far, as to puniſh, with death, every 
« Saxon who broke his faſt during Lent. The ſame 
<< law was alſo eſtabliſhed in PFranche-comtt, in the | 
N 3 the 17th century. 

| n the archives of a little place; called Se, 
© Claude, in Burgundy, are preſerved the particu- 
ce Jars of the ſentence, and verbal proceſs of execu- 
<< tion, of a poor gentleman named Claude Guillen, 
„ who was beheaded 28th July, 1629. Being re- 
„ duced. to the utmoſt poverty, and — by 
< the molt intolerable hunger, he ate, on a fiſh- 
% day, a morſel of horſe-fleth, This was his crime. 


VOI. II. 8 | 85 He 
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ſuperſtition of the times diftated. What 
the anſwer of the Barons was to the re- 
queſt of the Prelates, as related in the fa- 
mous ſtatute of Merton, 20 Hen. III. 
would, with a ſmall, but important va- 
riation, have been the language of every 
ſucceeding parliament, and, inſtead of 


Nolumus leges Angliæ mutare—it would 


have been ſaid Nolumus leges Dei mu- 


tare. 


e He was found guilty of ſacrilege. Had he 
c been a rich man, and had ſpent two hundred 
<« crowns in a ſupper of ſea-fiſh, ſuffering the poor 
* to die of hunger, he would have been conſi- 


« dered as a perſon fulfilling every duty.” 


However horrible the above inſtances may ap- 
pear, however ſhocking to humanity, as well as 
to all true religion, it may be, for one ſet of mor- 
tals thus barbarouſly to ſport with the lives of ano- 
ther—yet there is not any thing above mentioned, 
which is not as much founded on the authority of 
Gop, as making a man a felon, and to ſuffer death 
as _ for having two wives at a tige. 

he very ſenſible reaſoning of the commentator 
upon the fate of Claude Guillon “ Had he been a 
rich man,” &c. will alſo, with very little varia- 
tion, apply to the other caſe for, had the man who 
was doomed to death for having #wos wives of his 
own, only debauched a dozen wives of other peo- 
le, he would have been free from that ſanguinary 
law. One would almoſt think, that ſuch: laws as 
theſe were made that there might remain no 

{ſpecies of atrocious folly, which hath not entered 
r 

| Still 
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Still e Lord is. Kin o—His domi⸗ 
nion is over all—the Te of His king- 
dom, both in Heaven above, and in 
earth beneath, are as unchangeable as 
himſelf—they are the tranſcripts of. His 
mind and will, and the unalterable rule 
of His moral government over His rea- 
ſonable creatures. No. time, place, or 
age can change their obligation. As 
His law is the fame, ſo is His jealouſy 
over it.—Were the firſt cauſes of public 
and private diſtreſs and calamity more 
attended to than they are, men might. 
ſee this truth, written in legible x, 
racters on all their afflictions and miſe- 
ries—GoD is @ zealous Gop. 

I have before ſpoken on the boten of 
entiquating the laws of Gop, and leaving 
them out of our tem, as having no- 
thing to do with the more modern days 
* of Chriſtianity ; that Chriſtians are go- 
verned by another rule, and people are 
** not to do row as they did under the 
&* Jewiſh law.” This may appear plau- 
ſible to thoſe who want to break His 
bonds aſunder, and caft away His cords 
From them —Pſ. ii. 4.—without the trou- 
ble and vexation of a guilty conſcience ; 
or who are ignorant enough of the na- 
ture, uſe, and — of the * 

| aw, 
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law, to imagine that it is ſuperſeded 
by what they call the /aw of the goſpel. 
This idea is ſo general, that it would 
ill become a writer on the ſubject of this 
chapter, to ſpare the pains of once again 
conſidering theſe dangerous but faſhiona- 
ble tenets. „ 

It is a true and ſolid maxim, with re- 
ſpect to the /aws of Gon, as well as in 
human juriſprudence, ** abi eadem ratio 
« ibi idem jus—* where there is the 
„ ſame reaſon for it, there the law muſt 
«© be the ſame.” This is a good criterion 
by which we may judge between thoſe 
laws which are waxed old and vaniſhed 
away, and thoſe whoſe obligation muſt 
ever remain. According to Fas rule, we 
may ſafely determine on the ob/oleteneſs 
of the whole ceremonial Jaw—as likewiſe 
on that of thoſe particular laws, which 
could only relate to the peculiar ſitu- 
ation of a peculiar people. But there is 
the ſame reaſon zow as ever, why we 
ſhould have no other Gops .but IEHO- 
vAu—why we ſhould not make images 
and worſhip them—why we ſhould not take 
the name of the LoRD our GoD in vain— 
why we ſhould /t apart a portion of aur 
time for the immediate ſervice and worſhip of 
HiM that made us—why we ſhould honour 
sur parents—d) no murder—not commit 

; adultery, 


F 

adultery, by defiling our neighbour's wife— 
why we ſhould not fleal—bear falſe witneſs, 
or covet that which is another's : -e have 
therefore very properly adopted theſe 
commandments into our public ſervice, 
read them in the ears of the people 
every ſabbath-day, and pray for mercy on 
account of our fins againſt them, and 
that Gop would write all theſe His 
laws within our bearts, inclining our 
hearts to heep them. We have made 
other commands of Gop the ground of 
ſome of our penal laws—ſuch as thoſe 
againſt unnatural luſts—and doubtleſs 
there is the higheſt reaſon why this 
ſhould be ſo. Why then do we make 
doid other laws? why make other com- 
mandments of Gop of none effect through” 
our traditions ? Why is a virgin, who 
gives her perſon into the poſſeſſion of 
the man of her choice, leſs one fleſh with 
him nom, than when Gop ſaid—Sbe ſhall 
be his «wife, &? Why do we now put 
aſunder thoſe whom Gop Zhen joined 
together? Is there not the ſame reaſon 
of their indiſſoluble union 2 as when 
it was ſaid— They ſhall be one fleſh; be- 
cauſe he has humbled ber, he may not put 
her away all his days? Is the divorcing 
or patting away the woman leſs againſt 
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Gop's ordinance, or attended with leſs 
miſchief and inconvenience, than it was 
three Fan years ago? Let the poor, 


we. on" 


elpleſs, and forſaken wretch, 


ruined, declare what anſwer can be 
given, Could the unhappy, deſperate 
creature, who is ſharpening her knife 
for her new-horn infant's throat-—the 
wretch whoſe horror makes her forget 
her own child, ſo that ſbe has no compaſ- 


ion on the fruit of ber womb, If. lix. 15. 


could ſhe be aſked the reaſon of her 
cruelty, ſhe would tell us that it origi- 
nated from ſhame and fear (fixed on her 


by the inventians of men) which prompt 


her to avoid the cenſure of the world ſo as 


to overwhelm every other conſideration. 


Nor could it be made to appear, that 
ſuch miſery finds more alleyiation from 
the want of power in a married man, than 
from the want of wil in a ſingle man, to 
r © 80 

All this is owing to the frame of our 


laws to the unſcriptural and antiſcrip- 
tural power aſſumed by man in things re- 
lating to Goy—to our making marriage 
and its obligation conſiſt, not in what 


Gon 
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Gop hath made them to conſiſt, that 
is to ſay—ſimply in the un of the par- 
ties but in the words of a prieſt, in the 
ſanction of an human outward ceremony, 
in a {ye *, invented at Rome, - adopted 
by the ambition and avarice of Pope In 
nocent the IIId. and his clergy, and from 
them handed down and received, by 
the credulity of mankind, ever fince. 
Hinc illæ lachrymz ! Hence flow the 
tears of the ſeduced, the deſerted, the 
ruined female—hence heave thoſe fgbs 
which affect none but the heart they 
come from, and which ferve to little 
other purpoſe than to grace the triumphs 
of luſt, perfidy, and treachery, over - 
tice,: mercy, and truth. Cuſtom has fred 
the odious name of whore, on her whom 
God accounts a wife—whoredom and for- 
nication on that which he calls marriage, 
by poſitively eſtabliſhing . it as ſuch in 
His word—baſtardy is ſtamped on thoſe 


Vi. That marriage is a ſacrament; and as ſuch 
muſt be adminiſtered by the hands of pries. Af- 
terwards the Council of Trent decreed—*< If any 
„ ſhall ſay that matrimony is not one of the ſeven 
< ſacraments inſtituted by CHRIST, and doth not 
„ confer grace Let him be accurſed.” 

Again —“ If any ſhall condemn the benedi&ions 
and other ceremonies—Let him be acc ui fed.” See 
Brent Coun, Trent. p. 784. ; 


_— whom 
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whom, 'Gop. Agitimates and thoſe are 
put \pfigader hom GO for ever os 
together. | 
The e e we. tranſlate 
an barbt or vhore—like the Greek T0 
denotes a woman, who: from a principle 
of luſt, idleneſs, or avarice, beſtows or 
ſells her favours promiſcuouſſy to all 
men alike; whereas the virgin who be- 
ſtows her perſon on the man of her 
choice, with an intent to be Hit and Bir 
alone, ſo long as both fhall live —or 
being enticed, or even on a more ſudden 
occaſion: ſeduced is in the language of 
ſcripture the de - or yo - the woman 
or, wife of that man from that moment. 
He is bound to maintain, protect, and 
provide for her as ſuch; and no ceremon 
of man's invention can add to this obli- 
gation, or the want of it make any dimi- 
nution from it, in the fight of Gop. 
Our ideas of baſtardy are derived from 
the former error, and are very conſiſtent 
with it: we firſt, without all warrant 
from ſcripture, make the woman an 
whore, and then as unwarrantably ſtamp 
the name of baſtard on the iſſue: whereas 
the word nh denotes the ifſue of a 
YM or Barlot ( Tope ſay the L xx, 
Deut. xxiii. 2.) who by having promiſ- 
A. 1 8 cuous 
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cuous intercourſe - with different men, 
muſt render the iſſue. fpurius, and un- 
certain to whom it belongs. For this rea- 
ſon the iſſue. of an adultereſs is alfo pro- 
perly a baſtard; becauſe if a wife gives 
her perſon to others beſides her 64. 
band, the iſſue muſt be as uncertain to 
whom it belongs as the iſſue of an 
Nor was a man who, having one wife, 
took another, ever called or reckoned 
an whoremonger or adulterer - nor was the 
woman which he ſo took called an whore, 
or ſaid to commit adultery with the man 
 —nor was the zſue of ſuch woman by 
that man deemed a baſtard ;—but the 
whole was by the divine law ratified, 
confirmed, and deemed /awfu/ and 
right, as hath already been ſhewn at 
laoges wo ws, | 3 LOR 
In ſhort, the whole ſyſtem of our 
laws, in theſe reſpects, is like the ſyſ- 
tems of the Scribes and Phariſees, who 
took as much of Gop's la as ſuited 
with their own fraditions, and rejected 
all the reſt. The paſſage Mark vii. 9. 
Ki. is very ſtriking He ſaid unts them, 
Full well ye reject the commandment of Gop, 
that ye may keep your own traditions. 
TT. For 
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For Moſes of Honour thy father and 
mot ber, and whoſo curſeth father or mo- 
ther, let him die the death; — But ye ay, If 
a man ſhall ſay unto his father or mother, 
it is Corban, that is to ſay a gift {beſtowed 
and devoted by me to the temple-treaſury, 

for the repairs or ſervice * the temple, 
according to King Jeboaſbs inſtitution 
2 Kings x11. 9.) by whatſoever thou migbteſi 
(otherwiſe) be 22 me, be ſhall 4 
free; and ye ſuffer (or permit) bim ns 
more to do aught for his father or mother, 
making the word of Gop of none effect 
ny” your traditions which ye have deli- 
wered : and many ſuch-like things do ye. Let 
us modernize this—Moſes ſaid, that if any 
man (,) entices @ virgin not betrotbed, 
and lies with her, he ſhall ſurely endeꝛ her 
20 be bis «wife. She ſhall be his wife ; becauſe. 
be hath humbled her, he may not put her away 
all his days. But ye ſay, that if a man en- 
tice a virgin, &c. and ſay unto her“ I 
% have not been married by a prieſt at 
* church, according to act of parhament— 
% therefore I have no more to do with 
, thee — he ſhall be free, and ye ſuf- 
fer him no more to do aught for her, 
nor permit ber to claim bim as her 


huſband. . | 
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Again, Moſes ſaid— F a man have tavs 
auives, the one beloved, the other hated, 
and they have borne him children, &c. then 
it ſhall be, when he maketh his ſons to inbe- 
rit that which he hath, he may not make 
the ſon of the beloved firſt-born, before the 
en of the hated, which is indeed the firfl- 
born. But he ſhall acknowledge. the fon of 
the hated for the firft-born, by giving Bim 
a double portion of all that he hath; for he 
is the beginning of his ſtrength, and the right 
af the firſt-born is his. But ye ſay, that 
if a man, having a wife, marrieth another, 
ſuch marriage is null and void; that the 
iſſue is not inheritable, but ſhall be Saf- 
ftardized. 5 g * 

Again, Moſes faid—The man who com- 
mitteth adultery with another man's wife, 
even he that committeth adultery with his 
neighbour's wife, the adulterer and adulte- 

reſs ſhall ſurely be put to death. But 
— — | a 4d bath tuo wives of is 
own, he ſhall be deemed a felon, and 
ſuffer death as ſuch—whereas if he com- 
mitteth adultery with another man's wife, 
he ſhall be free: thus condemning thoſe 
whom Gop acquits, and acquitting thoſe 
whom Gop condemns, making the word of 
Gor of none effect, through your tra- 
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ditions which. ye have delivered: and many 
Jag ihe things do ye. 

Still Gop is a jealous Gop; that is 
His character with reſpect to His laws, 
indelibly written on the ſacred page, 
and OE ully manifeſted Fas ac the 
volume of divine revelation. So thoſe 
wretched. Jews found it in the dreadful 
_ deſtruction which He ſent upon them. 
They could not juſtify themſelves by 
appratis g to their traditions, nor repair 

e diſhonour which they had done 
to the divine law, by vacating its ob- 
ligations in order to eſtabliſh their own 
inventions. However pious or pure they 
might ſeem in their own eyes, or in 
the eyes of t who were deluded 
into as high an eſteem for human tra- 
dition as they themſelves were, yet they 
found to their 1 ſo will every 
one, ſooner or later, who ſets up human 
wiſdom againſt the wiſdom of Gop, and 
human imventions againſt the ordinances 
of Heaven—that the wiſdom of this world 
is fooliſhneſs with Gop, (1 Cor. i. 20.) 
and—fhat which is highly efteemed among 
men is abomination in the fight of Gov. 
Luke xvi. 1 

Happy thoſe whoſe paſſions have ſo 
little power over them, and thoſe * 

ave 


. 
have ſo much power over their paſſions, 
as to ſteer clear of all difficulties. 
But this is not the lot of all. The 
apoſtle, ſpeaking on this ſubject, 1 Cor. 
vii. 7. ſays Every man hath his pro- 
per. gift of Gon, one after. this manner, 
and another after that, So His Divine 
Maſter, ſpeaking alſo on the gift of 
continency, faith—Matt, xix, 11.—Al 
cannot receive (8 4@p0v01, do not receive) 
this ſaying (viz. it is not good to mar- 
ry, ver. 10.) ſave they to whom it is 
given. The ſcriptures. ſhew us, that 
no one, while in a . body of fin and 
death, is out of the reach of temp- 
tation: therefore let him that is thinking 
to fand (5 JouGy ecaver) take heed left 
be fall. Yet when perſons are involy- 
ed in difficulties, by means of any of 
the things heretofore diſcourſed upon; 
let them not conſult with feſp and 
blood, and, by following vulgar error, 
under the influences of ſuperſtition and 
prejudice of education, endeavour to right 
themſelves by wrong methods, and be 
led, under a notion of repentance, to 
act contrary to Gop's word, and to 
every principle of humanity, gratitude, 
truth, benevolence, and even common 
honeſty, by abandoning and W 
tNo1e 
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thoſe who have a right to their aſſiſt- 
ance, comfort, and protection :— Let 
them, under the guidance of real pru- 
dence and ſound diſcretion, regulate 
their ' outward conduct fo as to avoid 
all needleſs offence ; but let the mward 
conduct of the conſcience be ſubject 
only to the law of Gov. = 

As to the world, it loves its own 
(John xv. 19.) its own maxims, cuſ- 
toms, and inventions, and, above all, 
its own caſe, too well to give itſelf the 
trouble of  enquiring into the founda- 
tion on which either what it be/eves 
or profeſſes is built. The Papiſt jogs 
on with his Maſs-boot—the Turk with 
his Koran the Perfian with his Zend- 
aveſtz—the Gentoo with his Shaſter— 
the Chineſe with his: Confucius — the 
Engliſbman with his Marriage-A& ; and 
nothing is ſo ill received—becauſe no- 
thing ſo attacks the pride and expo- 
ſes the ignorance of one part of man- 
kind, and the &navery of another—as 
the diſcovery of the ſuperſtition, folly, 
and oppoſition to Gop, which cleaves 
to worldly ſyſtems, eſpecially thoſe of 


the religious kind. Still individuals may 


be profited, and thankful, to be ſhewn; 


by ſome diligent enquirer after truth, 


9 that, 


tn: 

that, in many things, perhaps the moſt 
important, whereon the preſervation of 
millions may depend, they have been 
taught to believe a he, and that while 
they have been, following the opinion 
of the world, even ot what paſſes 
(like the Phar: ſees) for the devout and 
pious part of it, they have been only 
following a ns mas #0 * cuil Exod. 
xxiii. 2. ; 
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n Law with Ours. 80 


HE N we ſearch the ſcripture, 


and take an impartial view of the 

divine law, we muſt acknowledge its 
harmony and conſiſtency, both with 
reſpect to itſelf, and all things which 
are the objects of it. It perfectly agrees 
with its original 3 the glory of 
God and the happineſs of his creatures. 
In no inftance doth this obſervation 
_—_ more true, than in that part of 
e ſacred code which is to regulate 
the commerce of the ſexes, The brute 
t of this lower creation is reſtrain- 
ed by a ſort of phyfical neceſſity, which 
is uſually called uind, within due 
bounds ; ſo that the ſeveral ſpecies may 
be kept diſtin, and not create a mon- 
ſtrous confuſion from unnatural or im- 
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ages mixtures; and though, partly 
rom the inventions and contrivances 


of men, contrary to the poſitive law 


of Gop—Lev; xix. 19.—animals, both 
among beaſts and birds, have been gene- 
rated, yet it can go no farther; it is 
ſtopped in the firſt. inſtance, and no 
mule * is known to carry the nf h 
any farther than itſelff. 

With regard to reaſonable. hte 98, ; it 
pleaſed the CREATOR to enact and 
| Publiſh written Jaws, the moral obliga- 

tion of which, was to circumſcribe and 
regulate their actions. Whether theſe 
wiſe ſtatutes are departed from by thoſe 
whoſe infidelity and malicious contempt 
reje& them utterly—or by thoſe who, 
under a miſtaken notion of greater pu- 
rity and perfection than they are fuppo- 
{ed to preſcribe, make themſelves wer 
and Balier than the divine Law-giver— 
the effect will be much the ſame; as 


*1 believe no We Wa can be produged of the 


male and female mule propagating with each other. 
As to what Buffon, or others, may have faid of 
the ſhemmule's bringing forth, I canngt help enter- 
_ taining great doubt of the truth of it, as well as 
of the. he mule engendering with a mare; as I ne- 
ver heard of ſuch a thing being atteſted, on the 
e of any perſon whom þ way yet met 
W1 
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to the grand objects which theſe laws 
are to promote. Thefe are, 1. The 
propagation of miankind. 2. The N 
tion of confufion, and every cuil work. 
The firſt general commandment was 
—Be fruitſul and multiply, and repleniſh 
the earth, and ſubdue it. Gen. i. 283 
which laſt words, taken in connetion 
with the beginning of the 'verſe, and 
with what follows, clearly prove, «that 
this command was addreſſed in an ef 
ial manner to the human * fpecies, 
then wholly: in the loins of i int 
parent. To ſuppoſe that every law gi- 
ven to mankind ſubſequent to this firſt 
ordinance, was calculated to promote it, 
is certainly conſonant with the higheſt 
reaſon, and accordingly we find this to 
have been the caſe. Celibacy was hard- 
ly known among the antient Jews, they 
looked on it with abhorrence, and con- 
ſidered it as a reproach; and we find, 
that their whole œconomy, with re- 
ſpect to marriage, all tended to the ful- 
filment of that promiſe to Abraham, 
Gen. ave a that his feed ae ar a4. r 


® JL is CORO that this: WAS was re- 
peated a ſecond time, to 'Neah and his ſons, with a 
bleſſing alſo, on the renovation of the ear th after 


flars 


the flood, Gen. ix. 1,7. 


___— 
ftars. 'of heaven for © multitude. Moſes — 
Deut. i. 10.—even at their arrival on the 

borders of Canaan, declares this to be 
the caſe. Marriage was looked upon as 
a ſacred duty, whoſe chief end was po- 
pulation, and population as the riches, 
ſtrength, and bleſſing of the ſtate. No 
impediments or difficulties were, there- 
fore, laid in its way all promiſcuous 
intercourſe: of women with men, which 
Monteſquieu juſtly. ſtyles the bane of 
pulation, poſitively: forbidden the 
nour of their wives, the chaſtity of — 
daughters, were ſecured by the wiſeſt in- 
ſtitutions; and thus they became popes 
a proſperous, and happy. Ter 
From this ſcene of things, let us ade 
vert to that which is daily before us, 
ſince Chriſtian churchmen have invented 
other ſchemes of marriage, and Chriſtian 
politicians have found out other maxim 
of population. What ſwarms of unmar- 
ried people fill our capital and counties! 
ſome through caprice and voluptuouſ- 
neſs, others through miſery and in- 
digence.—Could we form a juſt. calcula- 
tion of the marriageable of both fexes, 
who have no thought of altering their 
condition, and of thoſe multitudes who 
158 and die in celibacy, we ſhould ſee the 
| Eo | true 


1 

true reaſon why our fleets want ſailors, 
our ar mies men — why we fo ſenfibly 
feel the emigrations of people to our 
colonies abroad —vwhy we complain of 
ſcarcity of people, and ſee ſo many 
thouſands ab acres lie uncultivated and 
aninhabited—and why we are forced to 
have recourſe to foreign auxtharies in our 
days of common danger. The reaſon: of 
all this. is, we have not people enough ; 
the cauſe of which is, that the whole 
ſyſtem of our laws is inimical to popu- 
latin; whereas the divine lad which 
we have baniſhed, as not pure and buly 
enough for Chriftians, but which was 
ſufficiently fo under Gop's own im- 
mediate government. of His own people— 
has every ingredient in it, which, were 
it ſufficiently underſtood and attended to, 
would remedy all the evils we complain 
of. There * luxury is forbidden, de- 

| bauchery 7 


Mr. Core, Sketches of Switzerland, p. 31 1. ob- 
ſerves, that Lauſanne, and the whole Pais de Vaud, is 
much lefs propled than in the laſt century: This 
depopulation, ſays he, is owing to the encreaſe 
of luxury, which prevents the gentry from en- 
< tering into matrimonial engagements ſo gene- 
6e rally as they were heretofore accuſtomed.” 

We may certainly, in a great meaſure, apply 
this obfcrvation to our own country, and look 
rh: 8 FE upon 


e 
bauchery, and all enticements to it, are 
proſcribed, under the ſevereſt penalties. 
No publications of banns, inconvenient 
terms of reſidence, expenſive licences, 
nor human ceremomes, were then invent- 
ed, as conſtituting the marriage in God's 
ſight; all ſtood on the ſimplicity of the 
divine inſtitution: the conſent of the 
parties formed the contract, the nion 
of their perſons completed it, and God's 
bleſſing crowned the whole. The de- 
mands for women in marriage were too 
rent, and the puniſhment of forbidden 
lewdneſs too ſevere, to leave a portion 
for the purpoſes of profligacy and proſti- 
tution : whereas, with us, I queſtion 
whether the numbers of married women 
are greatly beyond thoſe of Harlots and 
Proſtitutes, at leaſt in many parts of the 
kingdom ; however this may be, the 
married bear no fort of proportion * to 
the unmarried. | 


upon luxury, for the ſame reaſon, as one cauſe of our 
depopulation : but more eſpecially when we cannot 
confine its miſchiefs to one part of the people, but 
muſt conſider it as pervading the whole maſs, from 
EPR to the /owe/t orders of men. | 

“ For the proportions which marriages bear to 
births, and births to burials, in ſeveral parts of 
Europe, Mr. Derham has given us a carious table ; 

_ from-which it appears, that marriages, one with 
N 3 | | another, 
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I muſt confeſs myſelf to have but nttle 
genius for the ſcience of calculation; but 
perhaps Demoivre himſelf would not find 
fault with my ſuppoſing, that to every 
marriage we may allot, on an average, 
four children. Let us fay, that 20,000 * 
females are, in the ſpace of ſeven years, 
rendered barren by proſtitution, who would 
otherwiſe, under the ſobriety of matri- 


. mony, have produced four children each. 


Here is a defalcation of 80,000 people 
from the community. 'To theſe let us add 
100,000 more, who, from various cauſes + 
unknown to the Jewiſb polity, die un- 
married, and who might otherwiſe have 


produced four children ich,” Here 1 is a 


another, do each produce about four births, both 
in England and other parts of Europe. And by 
Mr. King's computation, about one in an hundred 
and four perſons marry; the number of people in 

gland being eſtimated at five millions and an half, 
whereof forty-one thouſand annually marry. See 
Chambers, tit. Marriage. 

* In this calculation I include the whole of Great 
Britain: were it to be extended to Treland, and to 
the reſt of the Britiſh dominions, it muſt be very 
ſhort of the truth. 

+ Among others, the unlimited power of the men 
to ſeduce and abandon women at their pleaſure— 
which myſt promote celibacy in the men, and of 
courſe leave an amazing number of females unſoli- 
cited in marriage. | 


0 ubtraction 


| 1 29 1 | 
ſubtraction _ of 400,000 more. Theſe 
make together 480,000. Let us ſuppoſe 
all this. to happen in every ſeven years, 
then the average of our los, in every ſpace 
of twenty- one years, will be 1,440,000. 
Deduct for caſualties of various kinds 
happening to the children, po thirds, 
and there will remain a_loſs of 480,000 
people to the community in that ſpace of 
time. Let us carry on this calculation 
for but one century, and the loſs will, in 
that time, amount to 2, 400, ooo and up- 
wards. This ſmall imperfect ſketch will 
ſerve to ſhew why the Jeꝛos were, in the 
{pace of about * 215 years, that is to ſay, 

rom Jacob's coming into Ægypt with 
ſeventy ſouls, to the Iſraelites arrival on 


The ſojourning of the children of IJrael, who 
dwelt in Egypt, is ſaid (Exod. xii. 40.) to be 430 
years, but this does not mean that they were ſo long in 
Ag ypt—for they were ſtrangers in a land that was not 
theirs (ſee Gen. xv. 13.) partly in Canaan, partly in 
Agypt (ſee Exod. vi. 4.)—It is to be noted, that 
from the birth of 1/aac, when the 400 years men- 
tioned in Gen. xv. 13. began, to their deliverance 
out of Æg ypt, was juſt 405 years; if we add to this 
the 25 years from Abraham's coming into Canaan ta 
the birth of Iſaac, the total is 430 years. This, di- 
vided into equal parts, makes 215 years in Canaan, 
and 215 years after they went into Ægypt.— This is 
the computation of the antients, as well as of the 
later writers. See Patrick on Gen. xv. 13. 


3 the 


{ 2860 1 

the borders at Canaan, increaſed as the 
furt in heaven for multitude—and: why we 
are complaining. for want of people. It is 
true, that the increaſe of the Jes, which, 
even under the diſadvantages of the 
3 b bondage, was ſo prodigious as 
arm the government, (Exod. i. 9, 12.) 

— by a ſpecial bleſſing from Heaven, in 
fulfilment of that promiſe to Abram, 
Gen. xv. 5; but then the means by which 
this was effected, was their having a law, 
which reſpected the great firft command of 
the 'CrtaToR—was 1 to mar- 
riage, and of courſe to population. Though 
this law was not reduced to writing till 
after the Exodus, yet enough of it was 
known by tradition, to check adultery, 
whoredom, and all deſtructive intercourſe 
of the ſexes, and thus to promote the in- 
tereſts of population. They did not hang 
people for + polygamy, but honoured mar- 
15 in all, where Gop had not forbidden 

it. The permanency and unchangeable- 
pen of their law, accounts for the perma- 

nency and unchangeableneſs of its effect; 
the de hour in of the Fewiſb nation, is 
at thrs hour incredible ; if all that are 


F In antient times celibacy was rare, polygamy al- 
moſt univerſal, Jews letters to Voltaire. | 


diſperſed 


L ] 
difperſed throughout the globe were ga- 
thered together, I doubt whether they 
would not appear to be as * numerous as 


at any period of their moſt proſperous 
eſtate. 


As for the Chriflians, they ſat out on 
a plan oppoſite Þ to all this; they began 
| | very 


*The Italian rabbi, Simon Luxatier, reckoned 
up 90,000 Jerus at Salonica and Gonſtantinople, and 
more than a nillion of them in the Turtiſb dominĩ- 
ons. When we conſider that there is no part of the 
world where Vetus are not found, we may well ſuppoſe 
their numbers to be immenſe. Vide Jetos letters to 
Voltaire, vol. ii. 173-176. | 8 
_ '+ © Conflantine, the firſt Emperor under whom 

e the ftate forſook the gods of their forefathers, and 
became Chriſtian, together with this alteration, 
* abrogated thoſe antient Roman laws, Julia and Pa- 
<< pia, wherein the deſire of women and married lift 
& were ſo much privileged and encouraged, and ſngie 
& and unmarried life diſadvantaged. Hear it in the 
5 words of Sozomen, lib. i. chap. 9. Hit. Fed. 
© There was, faith he, an antient law among the 
e Romans, forbidding thoſe, who after 25 years oli 

were unmarried, to enjoy the like priviliges with 
<< married ones; and befides many other things, that 
they ſhould have no benefit by teflaments und degacies, 
18 _ they were next of kintired : and thoſe 'who 
had no children, to have half their goods confiſcated. 
« Fherefore the EMPEROR, ſeeing thoſenuhofor Gro D's 
© ſake were addicted to 'chattity and virginity, tobe, 
& for this cauſe, in a worſe condition; he attvuirted it 
“ a folly for men to go about to Thereaſe their bind 
*« with ſuch carefulneſs and diligenct, when ' ds 
1 ; ; „ natur (2) 
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very early to repreſent | celibaty as moſt 

pleaſing to Gop, condemned marriage, 
of courſe execrated all ſecond marriages, 
I. 1 ou found 


FF. nature, according to Divine moderation, continually 
& regerves as well diminution as increaſe. 5 
Therefore he publiſhed a law—that, both thoſe 
c who lived a ſingle life, and thoſe who had no chil- 
<< dren, ſhould enjoy like privileges with others : yea, 
&« be enacted that thoſe who lived in chaſtity and vir- 
ce ginity, ſhould be privileged above them; enabling 
< both ſexes, thougb under years, to make teſtaments, 
& contrary to the accuſtomed polity of the | x63 
This alteration of the Roman law by Conſtantine, 
* EvsEB1us alſo witneſſeth, lib. iv. chap. 26. de 
& oita 8 ; and again, chap. 28, where he 
*< ſaith, that above all, he honoured moſt thoſe that 
<<. bad conſecrated their lives to divine philoſophy— 
<6 he means a monaſtical life—and therefore he almo/? 
<< adored the moſt holy company of PERPETUAL VIR= 
% GINS. 5 ; | 
That which the fathers had thus enacted, the 
& ſons alſo ſeconded, and ſome of the following 
<<. Emperors, by new edicts, till there was no relique 
<< left of thoſe antient privileges, wherewith married 
< men had been reſpected ; which Procopius ſaith 
(how rightly I examine not) was the cauſe of the 
<< ruin of that empire, which was ſo much enfeebled 
c and weakened, that it was not able to match the 
< numerous armies of the barbarous nations. 
„This was the firſt ſtep' (he muſt mean by pub- 
lic authority of government) of the diſregard of 
&« marriage, and the deſire of wiving; which was 
c not an abſolute prohibition, but a diſcourage- 
c ment. No ſooner had the Roman biſhop and his 
ce clergy got the power into their hands, but it grew | 
< ta an abſolute prohibition, not for monks 3 
| | © but. 
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found out ſchemes of ho/zneſs by which 
millions of men and women have been 
loſt to the world, and held forth the goſ- 
pel as inimical to the firſt great com- 
mandment ;-—purity was to be found in 
celibacy, which they miſcal led 1 and 
atſilement * in marriage, which they reck- 
oned too carnal for the Chr:/tzan diſpen+ 
© ſation,” The conceits of enthuſiaſts, 
the dreams of monks, the ſophiſtry of 
ſchoolmen, were enliſted againſt the or- 
dinance of Heaven, till the church of 
Rome made it the object of its ranny-. 
2h; | 0 


se but for the whole clergy : which was the higheſt 
„s diſreſpect that could be, to that which Gop had 
„ made honourable among all men.” MEDE's Works, 
of Noi, & monachis (ſaith Chryſo/tome, who was 
made Biſhop of » Conſtantinople anno 398.) omnia 
mandata legis ſunt communia, TAnv Ts yas? © All 
the commandments of Gop's law are common to 
< us with monks, beſides marriage.” Wherefore 
in the council of Chalcedon is an expreſs canon— 
c. 16.—Ut nec Deo dicata virgo nec monachus nu- 
bant.— That no nun nor monk ſhould marry.” 
See Mede, p. 688. l | 

Such were the ſaints of Antichrift ! 
 * Fpiphanius, a writer of the fourth century, 
mentions a ſet of early heretics called Severians, 
who were ſo pious as to affirm, that, woman was 
« the work of Satan, and that marriage was diabo- 
<< lical.” | | [7 a 
+ Witneſs Pope Innocent the Third's throwing it 
into the hands of Eccleſiaſtics, and eſtabliſhing ce- 
YT | remonies, 

3 


1 284 J 
and ambition, Proteſtants a creature | of 
rhe flate, and the great Author of our re- 
ligion is called in, as an abettor of their 
monſtrous oppoſition to the divine law. 
They have changed His truth into a lye, 
and have ſet Him at the head of their 8 
rebellion againſt the hy commandment once 
delivered to His people. e 
Our laws may truly ſay of rhemſtlves, 
as we may ſay of vurſelves Mutamur in 
Bhras.— As to thoſe which relate to mar- 
riage, they have gradually changed from 
bad to worſe, till, at laſt, the 7 om ol 
ac has left little room for any farther 
mutability of this ſort. The e of 
Certain Jeu to Mr. de Voltaire, contain 
many ftriking obſervations on theſe ſub- 
jets, and account for the profligacy of 
Chriftian governments, with regard to 
women, on principles too ſound and true 


remonies, without which the contract has long been 
deemed null and void. Witneſs alfo the prohibiting 
marriage to the cler. | 
1 Witneſs the ſtat. 26 Geo. II. for preventing 
. marriages. | | 

$ Witneſs making polygamy a capital felony—cit- 
ing CHRIST 's authority for calling it adultery—deem- 
ing all polygamous contracts null and void—and baſ- 
zardizing the iffue, contrary to Deut. xxi. 15—T7. 
We find the antient legiſlators and politi- 
cians of Greece and Italy well apprized of what 

| 9 8 Moſer 
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to admit of any fair contradiction. Some 
of the above obſervations are extracted 
from them; and whoever reads thoſe ex- 
cellent pieces of the learned * ewe, will 
get much entertainment and inſtruc- 
tion for his pains; and will find, that 
wiſdom and decency, breathed from the 
' ſpirit of the laws of I/ae!, as much as 
folly and lilertiniſin are derived from that 
7 wag an we have eſtabliſhed in its 
tead. In p. 47, vol. ii. where a com- 
pariſon is made between the civil laws of 
the Jews, and thoſe of other natiams, 
what cutting reflections doth the truth 
compel the learned writers to caſt on the 
latter! Among others is the following 


Maſes has rs. us—that the numbers of the peo- 
ple are the riches of the ſtate. Therefore every diffl- 
culty laid in the way of marriage is, even in a po 
litical view, abſurd ; but how much more abſurd in 
a maritime and commercial iſſand, whoſe opulence 
and greatneſs is the conſtant object of envy to its 
powerful and ambitious enemies, who have lon 
meditated its deſtruction! How, humanly fpeak- 
ing, can this be avoided, unleſs, by encouraging 
marriage, we promote population, and thus are en- 
abled to recruit our armies, and man our fleets, 
without ſtripping the country of its huſbandmen, 
manufacturers, &c.? Our dependence on foreign 
mercenaries is precarious, and may be dangerous. 
I ſpeak of them according to the title, but the 
are ſaid not to be written by Jetus, but by M. Guennò, 
a learned Frenchman. | we. Oe Sn mos 


0” | vol. ii. 
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vol. ii. p. 53.—* + Our code ſays, There 
s ſhall be no whore of the: daughters of 
e ael—all your cities are full of them! 
4 and if we are to believe your wiſe men, 
c there ought to be public endowments 
« for them, and their calling ought to 
*<| be held honourable.” It is true, this 
is immediately addreſſed to a Frenchman; 
but if a total ſtranger was to viſit both 
theſe Chriſtian countries, I believe he 
would, from the manners of the inhabi- 


I I refer to the Engliſh tranſlation of Dr. Leſanu, 
octavo, Dublin, 1777. The editor of theſe maſterly 
n 335 candid as to own, that he macs 
ere rendered whore, is MYTP—which properly ſig- 
nmifies a proſtitute, or a woman ſet apart for profit 
tion, in honour of the idols of the heathen. o the 
ſhame of human nature be it ſpoken, there were 
- proftitutes of both ſexes; which may ſerve to explain 
3 4 xxiii. 17. throughout. However, theſe wo- 
men, followed alſo the trade of Hharlots, wore a parti- 
cular dreſs, and ſeated themſelves in the highways 
and other places of public reſort, to invite the paſſers 
by. See Gas. xxxvili. 14, the hiſtory of Tamar, 
who diſguiſed herſelf ſo as (ver. 15.) te be taken for 
IN -an Harlot, whoſe trade it was to expoſe her- 
Telf for hire (ver. 16, 17, 18.)—at ver. 21. ſhe is 
called MTP—e conſecrated profiitute—which proves 
what is above aſſerted, that theſe women followed 
the trade of proſtitution in both ſenſes. Theſe were 
heathen women, and therefore called in the book of 
PRoveRss, ſtrangers. See chap. ii. 16. v. 20. Vii. 5. 
No daughter of Iſrael could be either NWTPp or d 
on pain of death. 0 


1 
> wz 


tants, 
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tants, be pretty much at a loſs to kno- 
vrhether France or England moſt eſpouſed 
ſuch a ſentiment; and, of courſe, to which 
of tbe two it might, With the greateſt 
| juſtice,” be attributed. de Bunfarctt 

As to the ſecond poititjcehs- prevention 
of confufron, and every evil work. This 
was ſecured on the woman's part by the 
ſevere laws againſt adulrery and noboredom; 
and on the men's part alſo by the! moral 
impoſſibility they were under, to forfake 
and abandon the virgins which they had 
once been connected with, and thus to ex- 
poſe them to the danger and temptation 
of thoſe-dreadful violations of the divine 
law; therefore the prohibition was wiſely 
extended to all men alike without excep- 
tion. I will not repeat here what has 
been ſo largely before treated; but only 
obſerve, that the baniſhment of this law, 
has proved the baniſhment of decency and 
good order, to an alarming degree, from 
among us, and has plunged millions into 
irrecoverable ruin, who, had they lived 
under the morality of the diuine law, had 
been mothers of ies, inſtead of Profe 
litutes in the ſtreets. 

To ſay that our bleſſed Saviour came to 
reſtore-the inſtitution of marriage to its 
n obligation, is as true as that 


5 
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He bore His teſtimony, on the footing 
of that inſtitution, againſt all unlawful 
dfvorce : as true as, that by citing the 
very words of union, which were pro- 
nounced at the beginning. He ſhewed what 


was the mind of God as to the indiſſolu- 


bility of the contract. But where does 
He, authorize the man who has ater a 
virgin to put her away? Where does He 
deny, what the very ſeriptures which He 


_ cites affirm, that the being joinad s to her, 
makes her the man's wife? Where does 


He deny the truth of the Hebrew ſcrip- 
ture, by affirming, that if a man takes #9 
women together, they are not equally his 
auer .- See Deut. xxi. 15. 1 Sam. i. 2. 
XXV. 43. Where doth He bajtardize the 


- ifue—=or conſign either of the women to 


dereliftion and ruin, by declaring the 
latter marriage null and void? and yet we 
plead His facred authority for all this, as 
confidently as the church of Rome pleads it 
in defence of their perſecutions of Pro- 
teſlauti, becauſe our Lox p once ſaid 
compel them to came in with relation to 
the call of the Gentiles into the Ghriftian 


Compare pa-Gen. ii. 243 eg reHAn HG tat, 
Matt, xix. 5; #0XAGperes, 1 Cor. vi. 10; and fee 
before, p. 144. note. | LE. * 


church. 


U 429 
. Such notions may paſs with 
people who look no deeper than populur 
opinion for the foundation of what: they 
believe; but how it is poſſible they ſhould 
paſs with thinking men, who ſearch the. 
ſcriptures, is only to be accounted for on 
the ſcore of 7. udice. Where this can 
be got rid of, they ſurely muſt appear 
hyes groſs and palpable as the kater 
** that begat them.“ John viii. 9 
That the populouſneſs of the EE ith 

nation proceeded merely or wholly from 
the practice of polygamy, as contradiſtin- 
guiſhed from monogamy,. I do not ſup- 
poſe; becauſe the ſame number of women 
married each to a different man, is as 
likely to produce as. many children as if 
married all to one man, perhaps more: 
but the ſcandal of celibacy, the eſteem- 
ing. marriage as a ſacred duty, and a 
number of children a bleſing from the 
LoRD (ſee Pf. cxxvii. 5, and Pf. cxxvili.. 
throu hout) occaſioned their . eagerneſs 
after the marriage-ſtate : add to this, the 
promiſe + 8 * Meſſiah, of whom each 


Nomen 


+ This incentive to marriage, it is e can- 
not now ſubſiſt among us. But ſtill it muſt be true, 
that all incentives to martiage, be they what they 
may, muſt tend to encreaſe the number of married 


Von. II. "TD women, 


—— 
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woman was led to hope ſhe might be the 
ha appy mother. This e for the 
aviour of certain women, whoſe de- 
oy after children ſeem very extraordi- 
See Gen. xxx. 1, 15, 16. Judges 
l. 375 38. 1 Sam. i. 11. Barrenneſs 
was a reproach, probably from the ſame 
cauſe, and therefore the removal of it was 
looked upon as a ſpecial bleſſing. Gen. 
XXX. 23. T Sam. i. 27, and ii. 1, 5, The 
authors of the Antient Univ. Hiſt. vol. 
ili. p. 139, obſerve, that though the 
«« Moſaic law doth no where oblige men 
to marty, yet the Jews have always 
looked upon it as an indiſpentible duty, 
implied in the words Be fruitful and 
«© multiply, Gen. i. 28. ix. 1. So that a 
« man who did not marry before he was 


* 


« twenty years of age, was counted ac- 


« ceſſary to any irregularity which the 
«« young women might be tempted to for 
want of being timely married. The 

* had a proverb in the Talmud bo is 
« be that proftitutes. his daughter, but he 
% cho keeps her too long unmarried,. or 
22 gives Ber to an old man? F. or this rea- 


women, and of courſe population... Fat this * 
polygamy muſt contribute to en gef as incręaſ ng 
the number of narries Were. ee before \ vol. 6 
P · 100. n. 5 


ee fon 


# 
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+ ſon they uſed to marry them as ſoon 
c as they came of age, which; | with 
de them, was at *rwelkve.” The popu- 
louſneſs of the Fewrſh nation, therefore, 
moſt evidently aroſe from the #nwer/ality 
of marriage, whether monogamous or-poly- 
gamous: ſo that there was not to be found, 
as among us, thouſands of young mar- 
riageable women devoted to barrenneſs for 
want of huſbands, or conſigned to inferti- 
lity by the miſchiefs of proſtitution; | 
As long as we hold it good philoſophy to 
ſay; that ** the ſame cauſe will produce the 
bs ſame effects — ſo long will it be true, 
that the reaſon of the populouſneſs of the 
Fewißßb nation was owing to the wiſdom of 
their laws which concerned the commerce 
of the ſexes, and that our want of people 1s 
owing to our diſcarding the ſyſtem of 
government which the Jews lived under 


However matters ſtood before with us, it is very 
clear, that, ſince the narriage- act, the parties are nei- 
ther of them ſui juris, as to the diſpoſal of themſelves 
in marriage; till the age of 21 years; which, with 

regard to young men particularly; is often attended 
with bad conſequences; ſuch as laying them under 
temptations to act, and ſo to habrts of profligacy, 
Which in ſome end in ruin, in others in a ſettled 
and fixed diſlike to the ſober duties of a married life; 
and thus many young men of rant and fortune never 
marry at all. It is, I am afraid; too true, that 
this is daily increaſing among us. 9 
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H 
in theſe reſpects, and eſtabliſhing another 
in its place, big with every inconvenience, 
which that was ſo. exactly calculated to 
prevent. 1 ** 

We are ſo e e RISE u ſo 
ſunk-in- difipation,. that the expence of a 
family is looked upon, as it certainly is, 
under ſuch: circumſtances, an intolerable 
burden. The bringing. up and main- 
tenance of | children is dreaded even 
by the opulent, becauſe the enormous 
expence they are at upon their plea- 
ſures, reduces them to a level with 
the poorer fort. This is no uncommon 
reaſon * for celibacy. Among the Jews, 
the frugality and induſtry of individuals 
left no room for ſuch an excuſe. Their 
very women contributed to provide for 
the + children which they brought, and 
ate not the bread of idleneſs. See a beau- 
tiful account of this, Prov. xxxi. 10, &c. 
Whereas, among us, it is no very uncom- 
mon thing to * a perſon > 551 F 

| won't 
* | SE bes p. 276. eee e 
| + Which- children, as fook as able, contifured 
to the riches of the family by their labour, and in 
this ſenſe'they were a bleſſing inſtead of a' burden. 
See Ant. Univ. Hiſt. vol. iii. p. 186. note B. The 


Jetus permitted no drones in their hive. Their maxim 
Was—** he that will not work, let him not eat” — 


Cump. 


T7] 
« won't-marry, becauſe I can't afford it. 
Every man may afford to marry, who is 
ſober and induſtrious, but certainly none 
can who are idle and profligate. 
The Fewiſh law alſo, by its ſeverity 
againſt adultery, inflicting certain death 
on the adulterer and adultereſs, ſo checked 
the evil, that married men had little to 
fear on that account; whereas, among 
us, our laws, having inflicted no puniſh- 
ment on adulterers as public offenders, leave 
the puniſhment of it to what Fudge Black-. 
tone well calls, the feeble coercion of 
te the eccleſiaſtical courts,” which is 
about as well calculated to reſtrain it, as 


the ſtrength of a pigny would be to repel 


Comp. Prov. xix. 15. and 2 Theſſ. iii. 10.—whereas 
with us, an increaſe of children is too often an in- 
creaſe of idleneſs and extravagance. Witneſs the 
crowds of, what we call, the higher ſort FA people, 
who fill our numerous places of public diverſion, 
gaming-houſes, &c. the bankruptcies among our trade/- 
men, and the ſhoals of thieves, vagrants, beggars, 
&c. among the lower orders of men. 
It is a remarkable thing, that among ether in- 
gredients of ruin to the apoſtate Fews—zdleneſs— 
abundance of idleneſs, was one. Ezek. xvi. 49. We 
do not find that Gon changed His law, becauſe 
they had: departed from their obſervance of it; but 
maintained its holineſs and unchangeableneſs, in 
the fearful puniſhments He ſent upon them for their 
diſſoluteneſs and diſobedience. _ | „ 
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the force of a giant; and even this, ſuch 
as it is, is within the reach * of money 
to buy off. See 1 Burn, Eccl. Lau, quarto, 

. 663. Hence it is; that this giant-vice, 
with ſuch large ftrides, marches through 
our land, and may probably be the 
means of terrifying not a few from mar- 

ng. 

24. 1 g elſewhere obſerved the wiſdom 
of the divine laws for the prevention and 
puniſhment of whoredom, I will here ſay 
once more, that our baniſhment of them 
from our ſyſtem of government, is ano- 
ther reaſon of the alarming e of 
celibacy among us. 

As for polygamy, it certainly was al- 
lowed, as much as marriage F itſelf was; 
to ſay the contrary, is to deny the whole 
teſtimony of the Hebrew ſcripture tis 

| this 


About the year 1725, the Bi Che 
tually cited Je 1 T 6. 7 s 
court at York, to exhibit an account of the money 
received for commutations. Oughton ſays, that 
66 commutation- money is to be given to the poor, 
W 1 6. to other pious uſes, at the diſeretion 
e of t doe.” See Burn. Eccl. Law. Wu Per 
_ Alſo poſt Append. to this Chapter. 

+ For which plain and evident reaſon, it may be: 
concluded, that the ſeveral attacks on marriage, 
which the Chriſtians have made from time to time, 


ad notions of greater parity and holineſs, are 
whol! 7 
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this was not that wild, licentious, wicked 
practice of it, which is now maintained 
at the expence not only of decency, but 
even of humanity itſelf, among the Ma- 
| hometans; but a holy and ſober uſe of 
marriage, circumſcribed by holy laws 
and inſtitutions, in a caſes permitted, 
in ſome commanded. And what was the 
conſequence to the ſtate? A numerous 
iſſue, which contributed to its riches 
and ſtrength—the demand for women in 
marriage increaſed, and few were left 
either to be a burden or a diſgrace to it. 
But is this ſo with us? Our making 


Haun ade, becauſe unwarranted by the 
criptures. Gop forbad marriage under cert 
circumſtances, but in no one precept or 2 
did he prohibit polygamy, where marriage itfelf was al- 
lowed. W herefore, I own, I cannot in the leaſt doubt, 
that the ſtat. of 1 Jac. chap. 11. which forbids po- 
Ygamy under pain of death, is juſt as oppoſite to the 
ivine law, as the ſtat. of Hen. VIII. which hangs 
a prieft for marrying. one wife, as well as the man 
who ſhould aſſert it lawful in the fight of Gon, for 
a prieft to marry at all. There was a time when it 
would haye given great offence to have found fault 
with this law of Hen. VIII. juſt as much as to ar- 
raign the propriety of that of 1 Fac. may give not, 
but this proves no more than that both are equally 
abſurd—that ſyperſtition is always the ſame—and 
that men are apt to take their ideas of religious 
truths, more from cuſtom, and vulgar opinion, chan 
f om the word of Gon. (© | | 
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where ſingle men are concerned. 
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polygamy felony has deſtroyed “ it.— But in 
What reſpect are we gainers * by this? 
Why, we have gained—what J/-ael never 
E 1 —— 7 8 4 Tots 95 f 5 +45 -faw, 
That is, we have aboliſhed the public-and 

open marriage of more women than one at, a time 
and thus have we ſhut one door, againſt the private 
inexpedieney and inconvenience to individuals, 


Which, as things are conſtituted among us, might 


accrue in many inſtances. _ | 6 
But, on the other hand, what has the pub- 
lic gained? for marriage is not to be conſidered 
as only concerning this or that individual, or 
this or that private convenience or inconve- 
nience, but as reſpecting the public the whole 
in general. And this, no doubt, the ALTI-wISE 
"CREATOR had in view, when — He Bleſſed them, 
and ſaid, Be fruitful and multiply, and repleniſh the 
*arth—Gen. i. 28. with Gen. ix. 1, 7.—as well 
as when he framed His Laws for regulating the 
"commerce f the ſexes. . | = 60x: rigs 
Baren Monteſquieu obſerves, and very truly, that 
« public incontinence may be regarded as the greateſt 
of misfortunes,” Now, conſidering mankind, 
not as what they ought to be, but as what they really 
are— what a door to public incontinence is opened, by 
making it impoſſible for married men, who ſeduce 
"virgins, to be under that reſponſibility towards them 
which the divine law enjoins—Exod. xxii. 16. and 
Deut. xxii. 28, 29 ? —by this means thouſands are 
turned out friendleſs and helplefs, to public 7nfamy, 
proftitution, and ruin. e n 
Another deer is opened to that moſt horrid prac- 
tice (it is ſo common as to be a practice) of child- 
murder, either by procuring abortion, or by deſtroy- 
ing infants in or after the birth for concealment, 
in ſuch caſes, has more, much more to plead, than 


Theſe, 


„„ 
ſaw, till they regarded the divine law as 
little as we do— thouſands' of women 
for the purpoſes of proftizution and de- 
ſtruction, by making at impoſſible for 
their ſeducers to do them that juſtice, 
which reaſon, nature, and the tine law, 
intitle them to demand. This may be 
reckoned alſo among the cauſes of our 
want of people; for I believe it would 
not be very hard to prove, that almoſt 
every woman, who is driven into common 
proſtitution, is a loſs of one breeding-wo- 


Theſe, and other dreadful appendages of making 
_ ourſelves more wiſe, pure, and holy, than the Gon 
"who knoweth whereof we are made, are the conſe- 
quences of an indiſcriminate and total prohibition 
of polygamy —ſo that, whatever we may have gained 
in point of caſual, private, or domeſtic convenience in 
one reſpect, we are loſers in point of public, as well 
as private miſchiefs, in ten thouſand / 1 
If we advert to the ſcripture, we ſhall not find a 
ſingle inſtance of theſe things among the antient 
Jews — their law was ſo framed as to prevent them, 
If we attend to the daily evidence of our own 
eyes and ears, they are frequently happening 
among us, becauſe our /aws are ſo framed as to be 
the occaſions of them—and perhaps no one part of 
our 725 is chargeable with more of them, than 
our ſanguinary prohibition of polygamy. 1 Jac. 
e. 1. | 2 , 4 ; 
Jo lay a foundation for all this miſchief, by 
charging Him, who came zot to deſtroy men's liues, 
but toe ſave them, with repealing the divine law 
which was made to prevent it, is an 1mpi2us and 
infamous ſlander, and its wearing the guiſe of pu- 
{ity and piety makes it ſo much the worſe. 
10 : man 


0 
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man to the public. Phyſical reaſons may 
be given for this, which I do not chuſe 


to diſcuſs, but which the learned uni- 


formly agree in, and which experience 
demonſtrates to be generally true. 
I would therefere conclude upon the 


whole—that all reſtraints and impedi- 


ments with regard to marriage, are 
equally inimical to nature, reaſon, and 
Jeripture—to found policy and good go- 
vernment, as well as to that which is 
the ſtrength, riches, and ſafety of all 
goyernments—an INCREASE of the PEo- 
PLE.—Theſe are like arrows in the hand 
of a mighty man. — Happy we, had we 
our guiver full of them ! we ſhould not be 
aſhamed to po ſpeak with our enemies in the gate. 
Pf. CXXVU. 4, 5. 

As a proper concluſion of this "hater, 
let the following contraſt, between the 
divine Alem and our fy/tem of human in- 
vention, ſtand before us— let it bear. its 
own teſtimony, as to the advantages and 
diſadvantages of the change which has 
taken place, and as it may ſerve to in- 
troduce a parallel between us and the 
Fews, when they left the plain and ſim- 
ple road of duty which their lau pre- 
Jeribed, and followed their own imagina- 
Fronts . in Venrions. 
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CONTRAST. 


Divine SySTEM. 


oon Homas Srerau- 


Male and fomalo | 
created he them. Gen. 5 


Jo ue 6 * +: 

wy 6 Gon. Be fed 
15 God /aid 
unto them—Bg fruit. 
ful and multiply, and 
repleniſh the. earth. 
ver. 28. ch. ix. 1, 

And therib which 
the Lord Gon had 
taken from man, made 
He a woman, and 
brought her unto the 
man. * 

And Adam 7 


This is now bone of 


— 
the Popi/h ſchemes 


of celibacy, which 
have been ſet up a- 


gainſt the command 
of Gop let us loo 
nearer home, and 
conſider the num 
bers of unmarried 

le among us 
age ani of which 


is, the facility of e- 


duttion, and derelic. 
tion, as well as. the 


ay bone; and fleſh of Aus laid in the 
ny fleſh, ſhe ſhall be way of marriage 
called woman becauſe for al «4G 
foe war en e ! and ſolemnized con- 
nun. 1 to 26 Geo. II. 
8 fff! | C. 33. ſhall be ut 


5 terly void, to all 


„ intents and pur- 


5 


Therefore 


60 poſes x whatſoe- 


1 
And 
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Therefore ſhall a 


man leave his father 


and mother, and ſhall 
cleave pa1—be joined 
unto his wife—and 


they ſhall be one fleſh. 
On ii. 22—24- 


Fa man entice a 
maid that is not be- 
trothed, and he with 


ber —be ſhall ſurely 


endow her to be his 
wife: Exod. xxii. 1 6. 
0 BI a man find a 
damſel that is à vir- 
gin, which 1s not be- 
trothed, and lay hold 
on her and lie with 
ber, and they be 
found—$HE SHALL 
BE HIS WIFE, BE- 
CAUSE HE HATH 
HUMBLED HER, HE 
MAY NOT PUT HER 
AWAY ALL HIS 
DAYS. Deut. xxii. 
26. 290 

He 


And no ſuit ſhall 
be had ih any ecclefi- 
aſtical court, to com- 
pel the celebration 
of any marriage, 


by reaſon of any 


contract whatſoever, 
any law or ' uſage 
to the contrary not- 
withſtanding.” 
Therefore 


Fa man entice a 


maid &c. he ſhall 


nof SURELY endow 


ber to be his wife. 


Or of As find 4 


damſel that is à vir- 


gin, which is not be- 


trothed, &c. ſhe ſhall 
not be his wife, un- 
leſs he chuſes it 
though he has hum 
bled her, he may 
put her away as and 
when he pleaſes. | 


Nothing 


35 


He that 1s joined 
to a woman (- 
wev06) is one body— 

for to, aith Gop 
(i. e. who are thus 
joined) ſpall be one 


feſh—Gen. ii. te 


1 Cor. vi. 16 1 


Ea man have two 
 eorves, he 

make the ſon of the 
beloved firſt-born, be- 


fore the ſon of the 


hated, which is in- 


deed the firſt-born. 


But he ſhall ac- 


knowledge the ſon of 


_ the hated for the fit 


born, by giving im 
a double Portion, &c. 
Deut. xxi. 15— 17. 


If a man be found 


lying with a woman 
married to an huf- 
band, then they ſhall 

both 


ſhall not 


Nothing ſhall 
make her his wife 
but marriage-cere- 
mony adminiſtered 
by a prie/t, by bann: 
firſt publiſhed, or 


by licence firſt had 


and obtained in ſome 


pariſb church or cha- 


fel, &c. or if elſe- 
where, by ſpecial li- 


cence from the. Arch» 
biſhop. of Canterbu- 
1 5 

If a man, haxing 
a wife, marry ano- 
ther, living the firſt, 


he ſhall be rind 


a felon, and ſuffer 
death as ſuch. The 


ſecond marriage be 


utterly void, and the 
iſſue baftards and 
uninheritable. 


* & % 


TER, 


Nv 


If a man n lie with 
other people's wives, 
he is no object of 
criminal judicature. 


If 


302 1. 


doth 
Deut. xxii. 22 

So if with a Ji. 
meer virgin, &c. 
: ver. 23. 24. 


UM ben 15 


IS 1 


In Igael, while 
theſe laws were ob- 
| ſerved; we read of 
no tees for 
many cen turies to- 


9 


e. 


No ftreet - walk - 
ers, whores, and 
common proſtitutes 
no medicines ta- 
ken to procure a= 
bortion — no child- 
murder no venere- 


V diſeaſes infecting 


filled with 


Tf a man lie with 

a betrothed virgin, 
be is not even lia- 
ble to an action for 
damages, ſhe to no 
penalty whatſoever 
on account of her 
ſituation. 

Among us; the a- 
bolition of the di- 
vine ſyſtem has been 
attended with dai- 
ly adulteries, which 
Ying increaſed the 
more, as mankind 
have felt the privi- 
lege of empunity. 

5 K $569; are 
proſti- 
tutes, our brothels 
alſo with harlots ; 
abortion is ſought 
after, child murder 
is frequent; the ve- 


| neread 7 1 rages 


and | 


like 


* This hortible diſeaſe is pet t to have made 
its firſt appearance in Europe in the year 1493 — 


N | 

and deſtroying the like a plague, to the 
people. deſtruction of thou- 

% SE. | 
Their population Our depopulation 
was almoſt incredi= is alarming. _ 
ble. | Sa | 
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ſome haye thought it of much older date, even in 
this country, from a conſtitution of the ſtews, an- 
tiently kept at the Bank-/ide, Southwark, under the 
juriſdiction of the Biſhop of Winche/ter, dated 1162, 
where it is ſuppoſed to be called burning or brenningę. 
It is alſo ſuppoſed to be mentioned in a . 
of John Arden, ſurgeon to Rich. II. and Hen. IV. 
Many have contended for its being known among 
the antienis, only under different names. Some 
have gone ſo high as the days of Fob, and ſuppoſe 
it to be the ulcerous diſtemper with which that 
great man was afflicted; inſomuch, that in a Miſſal 
printed at Venice, anno 1542, there is a maſs in ho- 
nour of St. Jos, to be ſaid by thoſe recovered of 
this diſeaſe (See Chambers, tit. Venereal Diſeaſe) as 
owing their deliverance to his interceſſion. Others 
contend that David was afflicted with it, as a pu- 
niſhment for his ſinful commerce with the wife of 
Uriah, and this he complains of Pf. xxxviii. 3—8. 
But, omitting fable and conjecture, it is certain, whe- 
ther we interpret that paſſage literally with ſome, or 
allegerically with others, it contains ſomething like 


= 


a eſcription of this diſeaſe, as to many of its ſymp- 


However this may be, one thing may, I believe, 


be aſſerted as a fact, eſtabliſhed by long experience, 

that this diſeaſe has never been known to exiſt, but 

from a promiſcuous intercourſe of the ſexes, — This 

will produce ſomething very like it even in brutes 

therefore I can fee no reaſon againſt dating its 

. 5 origin 
9 
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When the J7eue We ſee, in this 
forſfook the law Chriftian country, 
which Gop ſet be- the /ame cauſe pro- 
fore them, obeyed ducing the ſame ef- 
mae... His voice, nor fefts.: - _ : 
a 5+: walked As 


origin as early as common whoredom itſelf, as the 
ſame cauſe may very fairly be preſumed to produce the 
ſame effects, though not perhaps in equal degree, 
nor at all times and places alike. 

If we underſtand the word mInR—/he that maketh 
aſhamed, or is an inſtrument of ſhame rer. 1 
to denote an Harlot or common proſtitute — for of ſuch 
it may be a very apt and deſcriptive periphraſis, and 
eſpecially as the root wh ſignifies to be a/hamed through 
@ ſenſe of guilt (ſez Parkh. ſub. voc.) and in this 
ſenſe an harlot is MAR—an infirument of ſhame to 
thoſe who are joined to her (ſee 1 Cor. vi. 15. 16.18.) 
— therefore I ſay, if we underſtand this paſſage of an 
barlst or common e e how many men can at 
this moment bear teſtimony to the truth of what is 
here ſaid - whoſe bitter experience muſt lead them 
to ſubſcribe to the words of Pſ. xxxvlii. 3. who 
bave no reſt in their bones by reaſon of their fin—who 
have to mourn that thoſe Jones are rottenneſs itſelf — 
and, as Virgil expreſſes himſelf on another ſubject 


Truncas inhoneſto vulnere nares. 


But whether the ſcriptures above- mentioned, ot 
any other parts of hy wwriz, do, or do not, allude 
to the ſymptoms of the diſeaſe in queſtion, or whe- 
ther it was or was not known in Europs till the 

| SR] year 
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walked therein, but 
| kpalhed after the ima- 
gination of their ow! 
heart. Jer. ix. 13, 14. 
Tben they fell 
into all manner of 
| ſpiritual and Heſhly 
abominations. - 
They then com- 
mitted adultery, and 
aſſembled themſelves 
by troops in the har- 

155 houſes. Me on 
35 bey 


—and no: 


As the DIVINE 


LA is laid afide 


for a Alem of bu 


man imagination 


all manner of /ewd- 


neſt overſpreads the 


land, under the va- 
rious forms of aduts 


tery and whoredom 
doubt 
helps to Gill the 


| meaſure of our aa 


tional iniquity. 8 
Surel y 


year 1493 (a * able and learned diſcuſſion of both 
Which' Points may be found in Afruc, de Morb. Ven. 
lib. i. chap. 1-10.) furely a reſtoration of that 
faw'is' to be wiſhed: for, which is contrived by infi- 
nite wiſdom—Concubitu prohibere vago—thus to pre- 
vent proſtitution, and, of courſe, every dreadfu 
conſequence of it to mankind. 
Eb bode, The ſhameful, loathſome, and often fatal diſ- 
tc eaſe” (ſays the late excellent Dr. Hartley, Obſ. 
on Man, p. 229.) „which peculiarly attends the 
„vice of lewdneſs, may be conſidered as a moſt 
4c unqueſtionable evidence of the divize will. This 
* diſeaſe, with all its conſequences, would ceaſe 
„ among mankind, could they be brought under 
the reſtraints of marriage, but muſt ever continue 
4 while licentiouſneſs continues.” 

JV this I will venture to add, that, licntionſ 70 
ever muſt continue, and even incteaſe. while the di- 
vine laws, which-are made to eye and reſtrain it, 
are laid aſide. 

X 


Vol. II. 


Dy 
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Ti hey were as fed 


horſes in the morn- 
ing, every one neigh- 


ed after his neigh- 
bour's wife, Jer. v. 


7.8 


See Ezek. xxii. 9. 


10, 11. Hoſea iv. 14. 
Shall I not viſit 


for theſe things, ſaith 


the LoRD, ſhall not 


my ſoul be avenged of 


ſuch a nation as 


this? 
Jer. v. 9. 


Surely this is a 


time for our deepeſt 
and moſt ſerious 


recollection, when 
Gop ſeems to be 


viſiting our inigui- 
ties upon us, not 


the leaſt of which, 
is forſakingtheLaw 
which He hath ſet 
before us, with re- 
ſpect to the commerce 
of the ſexes, and 
following a tem 
which, in the na- 
ture of things, muſt 
lead us into the 


very ſtate in which 


the Jews were, 
when the prophets 


were ſent to call 
them to repentance, 


or to foretell their 


deftruttion. | 
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APPENDIX to CHAP, x. 
h Ses p. 294» Note. 


7 T may not be amiſs to lay before the 
der the. doctrine of penance and 
commutation as to their original, and then 
it will be ſeen how diſgraceful ſuch no- 
tions are to an enlightened Proteſtant 
church. Theodore of Tarſus, a Grecian 
monk, reſtored among the Latins the diſ- 
cipline of fr ance, as it is commonly 
termed, which had been for a long 
time almoſt totally neglected, and en- 
forced it by a body of ſevere laws bor- 
rowed from the Grecian canons. This 
zealous prelate, who was raiſed to the 
te of Canterbury, A. D. 668, reduced to 
a regular ſcience that branch of eccleſiaſ- 
tical law, which is known by. the name 
of penitential diſcipline. He publiſhed * 
Penitential, which was entirely new to 
the Latin world, by which the clergy 
were taught to diſtinguiſh fins into va- 
rigus claſſes, according as they were more 
orleſs heinous, private or public. This 
new. penitential alſo contained the me- 
thods of proceeding with reſpect to 
X2 offenders, 


4 

offenders, and pointed out the various 
penalties that were ſuitable to the dif- 
ferent claſſes of tranſgreſſions. This 
new diſcipline, though of Grecian ori- 
gin, was eagerly adopted by the Latin 
churches. Its duration however was but 
tranſitory, for in the eighth century it 
began to decline, and was at length en- 
tirely ſupplanted by, what was called, 
the new canon of indulgences, in which 
the 5 hope and clergy began to tradè in 
the 7wel/th century, when the univerſal 
reign of ighorance and ſuperſtition was 
dexterouſly, but baſely, improved to fill 
their coffers, and to drain the Purſes | 
of the deluded multitude. All the va- 
rious ranks and orders of the clergy had 
och wy peculiar method of ftleec =cing 


le. | 
Tarts 705 opt, when they wanted money | 


for en pirate pleaſures, or for the 


exigencies of the church, granted to 
their flock the power of purchaſing 
the remiſſion of the penalties impoſed 
er tranſgreſſors, by a ſum of money; 

which was to be applied to certain fe- 


1 


ligious purpoſes; or, in other words, 
they publiſhed 7ndulgences : Which be- 
came an inexhauſtible ſource of wealth 

to the Ep YJeopal orders, and enabled them, 
AS 


* > = . 
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as is well known, to form and execute. 
the moſt difficult ſchemes for the en- 
largement of their authority, and of the 

external pomp and ſplendor of the 
church. „55 cet 
When the Roman Pontiffs caſt an eye 
on the immenſe treaſures, which the 
fale of theſe indulgences brought in ty 
the inferior rulers of the church, they 
limited the power of Giſbops in remit- 
ting the penalties impoſed on tranſzreſſors, 
and aſſumed, almoſt entirely, this pro- 
fitable traffic to themſelves. In conſee 
quence of which, Rome became the ger 
neral. magazine of indulgences; and the 
Pontiffs, in order to ſupply their cof- 
fers, publiſhed, not only an uniyere 
ſal, but alſo a complete, or, what they 
called a pienary remiflion of all the 
temporal pains and penalties which the 
church had annexed to certain tranſ- 
greflions, - n 
Afterwards they proceeded farther, 
and not only remitted penalties which 
the civil 7 eccleſiaſtical laws had en- 
acted againſt tranſgreſſors, but audaciouſly 
uſurped the divine prerogative, and im- 
piouſſy pretended to aboliſh even the 
puniſhments of the next world ; a ſtep 
this, which the eps, with all their 
Wen 


L * 


pride and preſumption, had never once 
ventured to take. 

Such proceedings ſtood in need of a 
plauſible defence, but this was impoſ- 
ſible. To juſtify, therefore, theſe ſcan- 
dalous Heller of the Pontiffs, a moſt 
monſtrous and abſurd doctrine was in- 
vented—** that there actually exiſted 
ee an immenſe treaſure of. merit, com- 
<< poſed of the pious deeds and virtu- 
% ous actions which the Saints had 
* performed beyond what was neceſſary 
* for their own ſalvation, and which 
«©. were therefore applicable to the be- 
«* nefit of other — that the guardian and 
« diſpoſer of this precious treaſure was 
the Pope, and therefore he was em- 
% powered to affign to ſuch as he 
thought proper, a portion of this 
inexhauſtible ſource of merit, ſuitable 
to their reſpective guilt, and ſuffici- 
ent to deliver them from the puniſnu- 

ment * due to their crimes.” This 
horrible ſaperftition 1 is retained and de- 


cc 
46 


46 


* Bellarmite "Wi of theſe Arie that they 
extend as well to the high forum, or tribunal of our 
Saviour ChRISsT, as to the internal forum, or 
court of holy church; that they even profit the 
dead, and avail them by way of ſatisfaction or ap- 
plication. See Abſ. of Hit. of Popery, vol. i. p- 


173. quarto, 1735. and Bellarm. de ndulg. ib. 
fended 


1. C. v. p. 28, 31. 
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fended in the church of Rome to this 
day! it was happily baniſhed from Eng- 
land at the reformation ; pity but the for- 
mer ſort of indulgences had followed it 
out of our church ! but they are ſtill re- 
tained, under the more plaufible, but. 
more explicit term of commutation, which 
ſignifies changing one thing for another, as 
the puniſhment of /in for money. Though 
therefore indulgences and commutations dif- 
fer in name, they entirely agree in their 
nature. Their being given, or pretended 
to be given, to piaus uſes, no more ſalves 
the offence of taking * ſuch money, than 
a certain lady's giving, or pretending to 
give, her winnings to the poor, atoned for 
her playing at cards on a Sunday. 
Whatſoever theſe things may be called, 
they are certainly judicial abſolutions, and 


* To make laws for the puniſhment of offences, 
and then to waive, or ſuſpend their execution, for 
a ſum of money paid by the offender, and eſpecially 
where ſuch laws are made on no better principle than 
with a view to ſuch extortion—which 1 take to have 
been chiefly the caſe with reſpect to the laws of pe- 
nance—may bring to one's mind Virgil's account of 


one of the tormented in Tartarus; ene whom 
he ſaith—ZEn. vi. 1. 622. 


— Fic fixit leges pretio atque e | 
He made, and unmade, laws for gold. 

Which ſufficiently ſhews even an heathen's ſenti- 

ments of ſuch a practice. 


X 4 ä 
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fuch as never were heard of in the Chrif. 
tian church till Popery introduced them, 
See Maſbeim, vol. i. 327, 595. edit. Mac- 
lame. 
That there were cenſures on offenders 
inſt religion and good manners in the 
apoftolical times —ſuch as private admoniti- 
on, 2 Theſſ. iii. 15.—public rebuke, and 
even of a ſharp kind, Tit. i. 1 3. —rejec- 
tion for obſtinate hereſy, Tit. iii. 10.— 
and even excommunication itſelf for griev- 
ous and ſcandalous offences, 1 Cor. v. 
1—5.) is moſt evident; but I ſhould ima- 
8 that if a ſum of money had been 
offered to buy off the cenſures of the 
church, the + Ae would have been an- 
ſwered as Simon Magus was—T hy money. 
periſh with thee, &c. Acts viii. 20. 
Theo 13 Edw, 1. ſtat. 4. commonly | 
called the ſtatute of Circumſpecte agatis; 
and 9 Edw. II. ſtat. 1. c. 2. and c. 3. 
See alſo before, vol. i, p. 63, n. and 
Burn. tit. Penance. 


CHAT. 


1 


CAP. 
CONCLUSI®ON, 


AVING thus far finiſhed what I had 
to fay on the foregoing ſubjects. 
which are not of an indifferent or trivial 
nature, but of the utmoſt importance for 
every body's conſideration-it maybe pro- 
per, by way of concluſion, to recapitulate, 
and to commend what has been faid ro 
every man's conſcience in the fight of Gop, 
'-2 Gar. IV. 2. . * ee 5 
While our laws are what they are, and 
ſuffer men to take virgins into their poſ- 
ſeſſion, and then put them away, not all 
the devices of human wiſdom, nor the moſt 
ſtrenuous efforts of the moſt difintereſted 
and beſt-contrived plans of refarmgtion, 
can have any greater effect on the miſchiefs 


which they would remedy, than a few © 
buckets of water taken out of a river © © 


would have upon the fream. The water 
would ſoon unite again, and flow on with 

the ſame apparent fulneſs. So, though A 
few proſtitutes may be taken from among 
the countleſs Herd, and ſome of them ſo 
| is reformed 


U 36 } 


reformed as not to mix with it again, yet 


no apparent diminution meets the eye, 


no leſſening of their numbers ſtrikes the 
obſervation... The brothels were full 
they are full—the ſtreets were infeſted 
with praſtitute they are ſtill infeſted 
with them as much as ever—there is no 
more difference as to numbers, than there 
is in an army, from whence an hundred ſol- 
diers are diſcharged, and an hundred 
freſh recruits are lifted in their room. 
The man who thinks it can ever. be 
otherwiſe, as our laus with reſpect to 
marriage now ſtand, may go with Horace s 
ruſtic to the brink of a river, and expect 
Ga it will run itſelf dry. 


5 — 4A ill. 
— 1 & 8 in omne volubilis evum. 


It ſtill flows on, and will for ever flow. 
f FRANCIS. 


x an en could be Fond to dry 
up its ſource, and thus ſtop it at the foun- 
tain-head, the ſtreams muſt ceaſe, and the 


bed of the river become dry ground. S0 | 
if a law be deviſed which can Wet 2 


duftion and dereliction, and thus ſtop prof 
titution at its remoteſt apparent cauſes, the 
thing itſelf muſt ceaſe. 

This has not been left for the invention 


of man, he never could have been equal 


to 


| IN 
to the taſk.— The ALL- WISE GOD Him- 
ſelf, who could alone be poſſeſſed of wif 
dom and authority ſufficient for this, hath 
done it. His law delivered to Adam at 
the beginning, and afterwards in more ex- 
plicit terms to Moſes at Mount Sinai, 
ſtands as a record of the divine mind and 
will, and, if duly obſerved by mortals, 
is adequate to the prevention or remedy 
of all the moral evils under the ſun, among 
the reſt, the dreadful and deſtructive evil 
of proſtitution. = 85 
This law has been diſregarded, a fyſtem 
very different from it has been ſet up in its 
place. This f/tem, being of human con- 
trivance, muſt of courſe oppoſe itſelf to the 
law of Gop—for His ways are not our ways, 
nor His thoughts our thoughts. Iſ. Iv. 8. In 
ſhort, that which Gop hath bound, man 
hath oe. The obligation which is cre- 
ated by Gop's own fiat, muſt now give 
place to the inventions of men, which 
declare God's ordinance of marriage null 
and void, unleſs ratified by * man's au- 
thority. What are the rightecus conſe- 


* As if the links of that eternal chain, whoſe 
< beginning is in the breaſt of the FIRST CAUSE of 
c all things, could ever be diſunited by the inſti- 
© tutions of men!“ Eſſay on Crimes and Puniſh- 


* 


ments, chap. xvi. 


quences | 


| A 86-1 
quences of all this? Miſery, ruin, deſo- 
lation. Let men but keep clear of the 
Buman ceremony, and they may bid de- 
_ fiance to the divine inſtitution. The lewd, 
the deſigning, the mercileſs and cruel, 


are turned looſe upon the female world. 


to make what ravages they can. Seduttion 

| precedes, violation follows, derelictian 
comes next, and proſtitutian cloſes the 
monſtrous iniquity ! Shame and diſgrace 
attend the divine inſtitution, honour and 
reverence await the human ordinance ! 
Thus MAN IS EXALTED — GOD DpE- 
'$PISED| This is attended with the moſt 
fatal conſequences to thouſands, whoſe 
pratedion is provided for and ſecured by 
the laws of Gop, and whoſe ruin is in- 
vited and inſured by the neglect of them. 
What an alteration would it make in the 
regions of profiigacy, was the whole entire 
law of Gop to be obſerved? I no man, 
let his ftuation be what it might, could 
entice @ virgin, &c. and not ſurely endow 
Ber to be bis wife? This in every caſe 
whatever? What a ſecurity would this 
be to the lower order of females, on which 
the licentiouſneſs of the higher order of 
men uſually falls the heavieſt? It is 
hardly to be imagined that men of family 
and fortune would pay their addreſſes, 125 
| kather 
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rather lay their frares, where the accom- 
pliſhment of their deſires muſt be attended | 
with an union, unſuitable in all ref . 

to their fank in life. This would bones 
them early to match themſelves with 
their equals; they would not gratify their 
luſt at the expence of their pride, and we 
ſhould not ſee ſo many victims of luſt, 
treachery, and cruelty, filling the Gru 
thels, and walking our frets, till diſeaſe 
conveys them to an Hoſpital, and from 
thence to the grave: cut off and loſt to 
the public in the bloom of youth; when, 
had the protection which the lau of GOD 

hath ordained for them, been afforded 
them by their ſeducers, they might have 
been happy in thermſelves, and bleflings 
„„ 

Nor does the rejection of God's law, 
by the ſubſtitution of man's inventions, 
confine its miſchief even within the 

_ dreadful bounds above-mentioned, it ex- 
tends itſelf even to murder, and that of the 
moſt foul and unnatural kind, that of :- 
ante by the hands of the mothers who 
bare them. As ſomething elle than God's 
_ erdinance is required to make parties one 

fleſh, perſons yet by are actually married in 
God's account, are under no legal obliga- 
tion to 9 other. The unhappy mother of 
what 
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what is called a Hard- child though as 
really married to the fatber of it as Rebe- 
Rab was to Jſaac, or Leah and Rachel to 

Facob—is placed in ſuch a light by the 
ſuperſtition of the world, as to make her 
prefer an act of barbarity, which her own 
bowels muſt yearn at, to the treatment 
which it is the cuſtom * of the world to 
beſtow upon her. Fear unſheaths the 
fatal inſtrument of death, and ſhame 
plunges it into the vitals of the helpleſs 
innocent. The wretched mother (for con- 
cealment ſeldom covers the offence of 


4, The murder of baſtard children is the effect 
de of a cruel dilemma, in which a woman finds 
<< herſelf, who has been ſeduced through weakneſs, 
«© or overcome by force. The alternative is, either 
<< her own infamy, or the death of a being who is 
<< incapable of feeling the loſs of life. How can 
cc ſhe avoid preferring the laſt to the inevitable mi- 
<« fery of herſelf and her unhappy infant? The 
29 beſt way of preventing this crime would be effec- 
4 tually to protect the weak woman from that ty- 
< ranny, which exaggerates all vices that cannot 
& he concealed under the cloak of virtue. 
e I do not pretend to leſſen that juſt abhorrence, 
„ which theſe crimes deſerve, but to diſcover the 
© ſources from whence they ſpring ; and I think I 
e may draw the following concluſion— That zhe 
&< puniſhment of a crime cannot be juſt, that is, neceſ- 
1% ſary, if the laws have not endeavoured to prevent 
* that crime by the beſt means which times and circum- 
« flances would allow.“ BECCARIA, Crimes and 
Püniſhments, chap. 32 2 | 


murder } 
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murder is apprehended, and by the hand 
of juſtice conſigned to the > avg and i ig- 
nominy of a public death. 

The father of the child looks pes 
himſelf as free; no outward ceremony had 
paſſed, and the tragical end of his — 
try deters him not from vttdangetig a 
like ſcene of horror, with reſpect to the 
next woman he can duc. 

God's law arreſts the man on his firſt 
intercourſe with the woman, and pro- 
nounces them one fleſb, ſo that he cannot 
forſake, or put ber aua all bis days. 
Were this obſerved, and that deemed a 
marriage, which Gop hath made ſo, the 

woman could be under no femptatiam to 
fuch an act, or to oy * other, than that, 
ae IN which 


„e In mean to include the wean, though 
horrible, and, to many, fatal practice of taking 
medicines to cauſe abortion. That this, in a moral 
| ſenſe, is a ſpecies of murder, there can be no doubt, 
which was ſeverely puniſhed by the divine law. See 
Exed. xxi. 22, 23. There indeed the caſe is put 
of injury ariſing fre rom only accidental violence to the 
woman; yet, even there, if it occaſioned the death 
either of the mother or the child, if quick, it was 2 
capital offence. Lie was to go for life. The word 
o — which we tranſlate miſchief, comes from the. 
root JO—which ſignifies to pour out as water; and 
as a noun, oN — ion, diffuſion, diſſipation, diſſolu- 
tion.— Ar. et: — i Aer , 605 p- 
1 dn xiv, 14. In the tranſlation of the LXX, or 

10 rather 
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Which the law would put in Bier power; 
that is to ſay, making the man do her 
the juſtice which it is now ſo amply in 
u en to rgfuſe. - From What has Si 
ſaid, let the reader revolve. in his mind 
every ſpecies of igjury and Female ruin, 
which he ever heard £2 red of, has ſeen, 
ot can conceive, and he will find that it 
has all originated from the abolition of 
the divine-laws, which fo amply provide 
for the ſecurity of women, and from the 
introduction ef thoſe human inventions, 
which have. turned marriage into a mere 


1 their paraphraſe on this place of Exodus, they 
di. N between the Taidio uh ν.-ipuiv˙ν, 
the © not * and Se pirop—formed ; or, 
as we may ſay, between the embryo, which is inani- 
mate, and the fetus, which, being full formed and 
animated, may be ſaid to be capable of lofing life. 
. The frequent abortions which are procured. by 
8 no doubt fall within the reaſon. of this 
But when we take into the account, the numbers 
of women, who have deſtroyed themſelves, as well as 
the children within them, and thus have died, un- 
der the double guilt of suicipk and CHILD-MUR= 
DER, it ought to fill us with horror, to think that 
a ſyſtem, which, in the very nature of it, muſt af- 
ford numberleſs temptations to this, and be produc- 
tive of frequent inſtances. of it, mould be the {5/- 
fon of a people who profeſs: a belief of 8 | 
REVELATION, wherein the cauſes of . ſuch miſ- 
_ chiefs are provided againſt by the wiſdem and good- 
neſs of the CREATOR HimggLF, 001M 
323 11; 0 
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civil contract, for in no- other view does 
our municipal lau re zard it, thus vacating 
obligations which Gop . hath made, and 
laying —_ which Go hath not 
made. 

As for appointing certain km acts, 
rites, or ceremonies, for the . re- 
cognition of the marriage as to civil 5 
poſes, theſe are in the breaſt of the 
to ordain or alter, as may ſeem moſt — 
dient; but as to marriage itſelf, it nei- 
ther being ordained of men nor by men, 
but of and zy the Gor of Heaven, no 
power on earth can change or alter it. 
It is no more within the juriſdiction of 
man, or the power of mortals, to do this 
in a moral ſenſe, than it is, in a natural 
ſenſe, to change the riſing of the fun, 
or ſtop the flowing of the tide. For 
the ſame reaſon that a child is com- 
pletely and perfectly baptized, without 
the /ign of the croſs, or without godfathers 
and godmothers, a man and woman, whole 
| pry”. are united, are completely and per- 
fectly married in the fight of Gov, without 
any human ceremony whatſoever; that is 
to ſay, becauſe this is no part of Gop's 
e of warne, therefore cannot 


5 ee hefors vel. i . 64 
For. II. Y bg 


E 

eee ba. the perfeftion of! it as 13 bis 
A is e truth, even the truch of 
Gov; that no man can receive the perſon 
of a virgin into an union with his own 
-(uppoting her not betrothed to another 
man) without her becoming 77 Ne 
woran on wife—ſa femme—from that mo- 
ment. This law. is as general as it is ab- 
| Hlute; though exceptions of betrothing 

or eſpoufſals are made on the part of the 
woman, no ſuch thing appears on the 
part of the man : therefore, whatever his 
ral may be, it makes no difference 
Tbhaving talen the woman and HUMBLED 
: __ "be" _ not PRE ber N 0 all his 


That thiz gart * a0 pert ſo 
as even to command it, and therefore to 
make it a duty, where the man is mar- 
ried who takes the virgin, is evident 

from the very terms in which the law is 
conceived: 4 nan muſt mean + any 
man — every man who does fo. The li- 
5 e which commentatars have taken with 
TY [EE Wr. . 2 m_ 
* 3 xxii. ** 29. 4 | 
+ As in ver. 22. IF A MAN b * N with a 
woman married to an huſband —here π = man 
- —muſt be underſtood without limitation or reſtraint, 


as to the ſituation of the enen doubtleſs of 
the ſeducer at ver. 28. 


this 
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this text, in order to accommodate it to 
their own. prejudices, is an inſtance of 
that ſort of conſtruction, which the Pa- 
Piſts make uſe of in the underſtanding of 
T1106 0 vA & Tho — Heb. xiii. 4:=—M, = 
riage is honourable in all : that is, ſay they, 
in all things, not in all nien; for the Rhe- 
miſts ſay, on 1 Cor. vii. 9. that the 
*© marriage of priefte is the worſt ſort 
« of incontinency. Thus we fpeak of 
polygamy, with juſt as mich ground | from 

Gop's word. . 
Had a been bermitted on the 
ſide of 148 ny the moſt material 
part of the facred hiſtory muſt have 
loſt its evidence: as no genealogy could 
have been preſerved with the leaſt. cer- 
tainty, it could not have. been proved be- 
yond a doubt that CRRIS T is the M 
fab, of the ſeed of Abraham, and of 
the houſe and family of David,” to whom 
the promiſes were made; conſequently, 
that he is the prophet which was fo come, 
and we are to look for no other. Matt. xxii. 
42. and we muſt have been aſking, in 
another ſenſe than our Lord himſelf did 
What think ye of CuRIST, whoſe Son 
i be? This tel ſtroke to all our 
hopes muſt have been the conſequence 
of a precarious iſſue. In a more erer 
© "Y 2 view 


124 
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view of the matter, all madeſty, de- 

cency, . order, nhexitances . 
and every bond of ſociety, muſt have 
been broken aſunder ;\ Whereas, on the 
mam f fide, po Fin, amy is not attended with 
any of theſe things: what the wicked 
Ki and vileneſs of men have intro- 
duced, muſt be looked upon as abuſe 
and perverſion, but are no more * argu- 
ments _ the 1 ol, when 


uſed 
* To argue againſt an) thing oy the abut of 
it, is the moſt unfair of all methods of refutation. 


There are no abſurdities, and indeed no lengths of 
impiety and 5 into which, by ſuch means. 
we may not be carri 

We may even diſpute the wiſdom and bolineſs * 
the CREATOR in making the human ſpecies of dif- 
ferent ſexes—in ordaining the means of increaſing 
and multiplying the human race, by the union of 
the male and female—in implanting, for this pur- 

poſe, a' defire towards each other—for if all 12 
had never been, adultery, fornicatiox, and whoredom, 
could not have exiſted:— Nay, we may carry the 
argument ſo far, as to conclude againſt the divine 
wiſdom and bolineſs i in the creation itſelf for if this 
had never been, no evil, either moral or = 
could have ever been known. See vol. i. FR 1 

Exit 
” Let us go a little farther, and we hat! 
. from thence into bee dt choſe 


— —— ͥ H— who tread che high priors cad, ö 
-| Ad Mus downward till they woe Tors Des. 
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uſed according to Gop's regulation and 
diſpoſition of the matter, than thie ur- 
ders and maſſacres by the Heathens of 
old Rome, or by the Papiſis of modern 
Rome, are to be reaſonably urged (as 
they have been falſly by infidels) a- 
gainſt the truth of the go/pe/.” Had not 
polygamy been allowed to men, the pro- 
viſion made for the protection and de- 
fence of the weaker /ex had been defi- 
cient ; whereas 'Gop's law hath made 
it complete, and no man upon earth 
can, on the footing of that lau, plead 
his /ituatren, either as a privilege. or a 
diſability, againſt providing for, main- 


In 1536 Archbiſhop Cranmer, who was project- 
bng the moſt effectual means for a reformation” of 
doctrine, moved in convocation, that they ſhbuld pe- 
tition the ting for leave to make a tranſlation of the 
Bible. But Gardiner, and all his party, oppoſed it, 
both in convocatien, and in ſecret with the king. 
It was ſaid that all the hereſies and extravagant opt 
nion, which were then in Germany, and from 
thence, coming over to England, ſprang from the 
125 uſe of the ſcripture; and whereas in the May. 
laſt year, nineteen Hollanders were accuſed of ſome: 
hereticul opinions, for which opinions fourteen of 
them were hurnt in pairs in ſeyeral places; ic was 
complained, _ that al thoſe, drew, their damnable 
errors from the indiſereet uſe of the ſcripture, And 
to offer the Bible in the Engliſb tongue to the whole 
nation, would prove the | greateſt - ſnare that could 
be. gee Rurnet Hiſt. Ref. vol. i. p. 195, ſecond edit. 
Whoever reads with attention this excellent and 
entertaining hi/tory, * what reliance the Popiſb 


3 party 
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[taining, and protecting as a wife, any or 
every Woman whom he 1 chuſe to 


Keller. 

That Gop mould eſtabliſh this /ecu- 
rity, by the poſitive laws which have 
been ſo often mentioned and that in 
"all caſes where the woman was free—that 
it ſhould be ſo uniformly and openly 
maintained, for ſo many ages together, in 
the practice of the 5e people; and then, 
all of a adden, it ſfiould be found out 
to be againſt the primary law of mar- 
riage, a ſin againſt the ſeventh co mmand- 
ment, and that which was a moral duty by 
"Exod. xxiiv 16. and Deut. xxii. 28, 29, 
ſhould be a damnable in under the ge 
| pel—is- either to ſuppoſe oe world ſo 


party had on this mode fs e . 
the Reformers, their writings, and indeed againſt 
the Reformation itſelf. The great Sir. Thomas Are, 
in his writings, Led all bis dexterity in expoſ- 
ing the ill conſequences that could follow on the doc- ä 
trine of the Reformers. Thid. 356. | 
Aſſuming certain prejudices as true, and thence 
drawing concluſions, which reſt ſingly on ſuch pre- 
Judices, is not only wnfair, but is one of the 
meaneſt and moſt def icable /opbiſms that error 
can have recourſe to. It is that ſort of Jereit and 
' zmpoſition, which imports the miſrepreſentation 
of the qualities of things and actions to the 
common apprehenſions of men, abuſing their 
& minds with falſe notions ; and ſo by this arti- 
ce fice, making evi/ paſs for good, and good for 
« evil in all the great concerns of life,” Sourn' £ 
$6 Sermonss 


much 


1 
mh better than it was 8 a 
therefore no ſuch law any longer need- 
ful—or that a lau- giver came under 
the New Teſtament to, oppoſe the lau- 
giver under the Old Teſtament, and to 
{et mankind free froth their allegiance 
and obedience to Him. The former of 
which ſuppoſitions 1 is not true in point of 

Jact any more than the latter o, own 
ſenſes may convince us of the frſt, and 
CnRIST'S own. declaration, that. He 
came not to deſtroy the laub. (ngranioa, to 

- demoliſh or . its obligation) may aſ- 

ſure us of the ſecond. Urging that 

' Cur1sT has altered the 1 of the Old 

Teſtament, by forbidding polygamy— 

which was, in all caſes where mar- 

riage itſelf was . lawful, allowed, and in 
ſome inſtances poſitively commanded—is - 
only ſaying, in other words, that he lef- + 
ſened that ſecurity. which the weaker ſex 
haye againſt the ſtronger, and facilitated 
the ruin and proſtitution of women, by 
cutting off a conſiderable part of that 

Protection which the law of God afforded. 
them, and which He ſo ſtrong⸗ iy main- 

tained in His whole diſpute with the 

Pbariſees on the ſubject of divorce, in 

i no one pal of _it more ſtrongly than 
Matt. Xix. 9. the very verſe which u- 
8 83 1 
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perſtition has ſo long taught men to quote 
for an oppoſite purpoſe; for there He 
ſhews that all divorces (except what He 
had before excepted, ch. v. 32. ) are abſo- 
lutely forbidden. 
So far as we believe Gop's law, ſo far 
muſt we believe that if a man (having a 
wife) entices @ virgin, and lies with 
this 1% ſhall sURELY be His wife, as 
much as the „irt; and it would be 
equally criminal to abandon ber as to 

put auay the firft. For * this, I 
appeal to the whole Bihie, from be- 
ginning to end. There are many in- 
ſtances recorded of men's taking a /e- 
cond to a firſt; but not one — ſuch 
a thing was either forbidden, or where 
the ſecond marriage was declared leſs valid 

that the firſt, or 8 looked upon 
— e of. . rom the ſecond, 
5 La than the ſecond. Was a 5 
of divorce from the f. 5 

We have run into much 1 on 
the ſubject of marriage, by the terms 
buſband and wife. - The ideas which cuſ- 
tom hath taught us to annex to them, 
have ſupe rſeded the ſeripture-definition of 
that en, and have ſubſtituted ano- 
ther, which is not to be ound in the Bi 


ble. Our notion is, that when a man 
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and woman have been at a church, and 
had the matrimonial ſervice red over 
them, and the ceremonies therein con- 
tained obſerved, they are man and wife; 
not otherwiſe : - whereas the ſeripture 
has no ſpecific name for the relation, 
as huſband * and wife—but a man and 
his woman MYꝰ]¹¾ WR. When a man 
took a virgin, ſhe became hit woman, i. e. 
his property, not by any outward cere- 
mony, but by the ſurrendering her perfor 
into his poſh ion; this, calls anticipas 
tively by n or betrothing, or a- 
tually by carnal knowledge, where no be- 
trothing or eſpouſal went before; this, 
and this only, made them one 

this did, and it ever muſt have hy fame 
effect in the fight of God ; for He chang- 
eth not. As ſhe was called 8 


n Ache hath, notwithſtanding, uſed the 
terms huſband and wife throughout this whole tre- 
tiſe, in compliance with our tranſlators of the ſerip- 

ture, and as the moſt conciſe way of expreſſing the 

marriage-relation which our language is acquainted 
with. However, ſo far from implying that none 
can be man and wife, but thoſe who are Joined by. 
ſome outward ceremony adminiſtered by a prigſ, the 
words UN) BR are uſed to denote the pairing: or 

coupling together of brute animals. See Cen. vil. 2. 

where we have tranſlated them the male and his 

female. Mont. Virum & uxorem Jun. acer as 

9 LXX,—See before vol. i. p. 422. 


3 x: 2 Woman, 


> 1 
woman, by his having the poſſeſſion of her 


perſon, in a ſenſe excluſive of all other men, 
ſo in the ſame ſenſe he was called dun Her 

man—iJue d np, (See vol. i. p. 2279—232.) 
| —the man ſo appropriated to her that ſhe 
could give herſelf to no other. This 
was ſo in all caſes; the woman who gave 
her - perſon into the Poſſeſſion - of a man, 
whatever the man's ſituation might be, 
could not go to another, nor could the 
man put her. away all his days. Were 
this ſo with us, it would be as difficult 
to find a brothel, or even a proſtitute, as 
it was in Mrael, while theſe things were 
obſerved and kept. . 

That the laws of Exod. xxXii. 16. lt 
Deut. XX11. 28, 29. would ſometimes be 
attended, in their execution, with no ſmall 
inconveniences in the caſe of married men, 

muſt be allowed but what are the wor 
of theſe which can be ſuppoſed, when 
put in competition with the tremendous 
and horrible miſchiefs of ſeduction and 
proſtitution, either to individuals or 
to the public ? The man has it in his 
_ , own option whether he will incur the 
danger of the former, God has graciouſly 
provided in his law that the weaker ern 
e not * be expoſed to the latter. wig 


f * See before p. 170=2, 


As 
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As to the murder of baſtard children, 
as they are called, an attempt was made 
ſome years ago to prevent this, by the 
charitable and well-meant inſtitution of 
the Foundling Hoſpital ; if JI recollect 
aright, this very purpoſe is mentioned, 
either in the king's charter, or in the 
petition which preceded it.—I wiſh not to 
remember, much leſs to repeat, leaſt of 
all to enlarge upon, the miſchief which 
enſued to the lives of children, from the 
evil practices of thoſe who were to 
convey them to the hoſpital; this from 
all diſtances, at a time when the ten- 
derneſs of their age made them unable 
to ſupport the- fatigue of jolting waggons, 
&c. by which means many died on the 
way :—ſuffice it to obſerve, that not one 
murder, of the ſort above mentioned, could 
probably be prevented by the plan of this 
_ charity ; becauſe, in order to have the child 
conveyed to the hoſpital, ſomebody muſt be 
_ truſted with the ſecret, as the unfortu- 
nate mother can hardly be ſuppoſed in 
4 condition to carry it herſelf, and 
theſe murders are always committed that 
2 the ſecret may not be divulged. Did the 
law of Gor prevail, that which no hu- 
man contrivance can effect, would be 
done; ſuch intercourſe as we call re- 


5 8 dum, 
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dom, in contempt of Gop's law, and in 
honour of a human * ceremony, would be 
deemed, what the ſcriptures deem it, 
a marriage, and the magiſtrate, as in V 
rael, at the woman's requeſt, might 
compel the man to a public recognition 
of it, in any manner which ſhould be 
required by the fate. 

Something like this once prevailed in 
the kin gdom of France, as appears by a 
paſſage in the Cauſes Celebres, publiſhed 
1777 at Paris, wherein one of the aduo- 
cates, in Cauſe LxxvII. lays,— —* On con- 
«© damnoit autrefois les jeunes gens qui 
<< abuſoient de la foibleſſe des filles, 
* ſous promeſſe du marriage, a etre 
% pendus ou a les epouſer.” —<* Formerly 
young men, who abuſed the weakneſs 
of girls under F of marriage, 
«were condemned, either to be hanged 
1 or to marry them.” This was — 


1 ſhould imagine that the 3 fillogiſm 
cannot be denied. | 
„Nothing can be of the eſſence of marriage in 
. Gop's fight, but that which he hath himſelf 1 
dained and revealed as ſuch in his wor. 

But No outward marriage- ceremony, as eſſential z 
to marriage in his ſight, hat k Gop ordained and re- 
| vealed in his word. e 

Therefore no ſuch ceremony. can be of we el * 
ce W in Gop's fight, - * 


* 


Aung 


* 
thing like reverence to the lau of Gon; 
for though that does not ſay what the 
puniſhment was to be, in caſe the man 
refuſed to comply with the law which 
ſaid He ſhall ſurely endow her to be his 
wife yet if ſuch a caſe had happened, 
and Moſes, as in the caſe of the man 
who gathered flicks on the ſabbath (Numb. 
xv. 32.) had conſulted Gop by Urm 
and Thummim, he probably would have 
received the ſame anſwer; diſobedience 
to a commandment ſo emphatically deli- 
vered would ſcarcely have met with a 
milder puniſhment in this caſe than in 
the other. However, we may with cer- 
tainty pronounce that death would have 
been the conſequence on the wilful and 
obſtinate offender, as it appears to have 
been a capital offence to deſpiſe the n- 
tence 'of the judges, (Deut. xvii. 11, 1 is, | 
_ they muſt have PIE ſentence accor 
to law. 85 
But. the French as well as ourſelves are 
improved in their manners, therefore the 
ſaid advocate adds Depuis on s eſt 
« relache de la ſeverité de cet uſage, & 
« Ton s'eſt contentè de les condamner 
« A doter ces filles, ou a leur donner de 
« dommiages interèts. . Since then we 
have relaxed from the ſeverity of that 


cn cuſtom, 
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% cnſtom, and content ourſelves with 
£4 condemning them to give portions 
<< to theſe girls, or to pay them da- 
mages. So amengſt us, a woman 
nay bring an action on a breach of 
promiſe of marriage; but then actual pro- 
miſe muſt be proved, or ſhe will be non- 
ſuited. This therefore does not reach 
the original cauſe of the evil eomplained 
of. Gop does not make an actual pro- 
miſe of marriage neceſſary, Deut. xxii. 28, 
29.—but the man hing with the woman 
was to be conſidered as a marriage, and 
as ſuch ought to be enforced under the 
leveralt penki es. 
The French advocate farther faith— 
that this giving a portion, or pecuniary 
damages“ eſt le ſeul parti qui reſte, 
älorſque le ſeducteur eſt mariè “ is 
„the only * thing that remains, where 
the ſeducer is already a married man. 
So ſpeaks human wiſdom—but not ſo the 
law of Gor ; that made not the leaſt 
difference as to the tuation of the man, 


* 
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The cauſe in queſtion was inſtituted againſt a 
married man who had gotten a young woman with 
child ; and ended with the DEFENDANT'S being 
condemned to pay the plainti 400 liv. damages. to 
take the whole charge of the child, as to its main- 
tenance and education, upon himſelf—and to pay 
the whole coſts of ſuit. _ | 


though 


* 
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though it ſo expreſsly does as to; that of 


the woman. Portioning ſuch a woman 


out to. marry another. man, would 
have been cauſing ber to commit adultery, 
as ſhe was the wife of the t 3 


that act which made her one fleſb with 


him. The man who: married; uch an 
unjuſtly-drvorced woman, would alſo be 
guilty of adultery. It might ſeem ſtrange 


to go into an houſe, and to ſee a man 


with two wives ; but this would be much 


better than to go along the ſtreet, and 


ſee a number of young women periſhing 
With diſeaſe and filthineſs, ſome of them 


becauſe the men would. not, others be- 
cauſe they cauld not, marry them. 
I have been lately informed, that by 


che laws of Switzerland, though polygamy 
is not tolerated there, yet if à ſingle 
man gets a girl with child, he is obliged 


to marry her, be his rank in life what it 


may. Here is at leaſt a partial remedy 
| againſt cbild- murder and proſtitution ; but 
then it muſt. be obſerved, that it is. only 


- juſt / far extenſive as it agrees with 


C the divine law. 


The Jeus are more res and mer- 


445 


| 1 in the reſpects above mentioned 
a 


n wwe Kaen are; for the law of 
Net Gop, 
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1 
Gov, is, as far as their difficult ſituation 
will admit, obſerved in all caſes of this 
kind; and if any man refuſes to ſubmit 
to it, he is put under ſentence of ex- 
communication ; which, as they have no 
public government, is the utmoſt which 
can be done. On converſing with a 
gentleman who is a Few, on this ſub- 
je, he told me, that ſome time ago a 


rich young Few at Amſterdam ſeduced a 


oor Feweſ5, who was a ſervant-girl : ſhe _ 

ſiſted on his publicly marrying her, 
which he refuſed. She complained to 

the fnagogue; who ſummoned him to 

appear before them, that they might en- 
quire properly into the fact. Finding 
It true, they ſentenced him to marry her 
publicly. He would not—urging the 
difference of his rank from her's; but 
this plea was not allowed, they urged 
the /aw of Gor againſt him; but he con- 
tinuing obſtinate in his refuſal, they ex- 
communicated him. He applied to ſome 
of the States of Holland, that they would 
interfere ; but they refuſed it, ſaying—e _ 
* the Hnagogue had a right to enforce 
their own laws.” I aſked the genzle- 
man, with whom I was converſing, 
* what would have been the caſe if 
this young man had been before mar- 
WEE 7 | 6 rod 


E 
& ved to another. woman then, living 
—he anfwered—* :Juſt the ame fer 


“ by the law of Mg, no man can take 
* A virgin, and afterwards abandon her 


at his pleaſure.” So, that the very 


ews may ſhame us Chriſtians for the 

ittle reſpect we pay to the preſervation 
of the female ſex, or to thoſe Jaws of . 
Heaven which were made to inſure it! 
Our faying that the Saviour of the 


world (whom we call Lord and Maſter — 


and in this we ſay well, for ſo be is—John. 
xiii. 1 3.) came to ſet thoſe laws afide, is 

only 5 a ſtep farther out of the way :. 
_of -rruth, and into the way 14 2 5 


9 
Mi would obſerve, that if the youn 8 


few above mentioned had lived in the 
ays of Moſes, he would not have come 
ſo cheaply as with a bare excommus 
ni but death had alſo been the 
conſequence of his contumacy. (Deut. 


XVii. IT, 12.) On which I cannot omit re- 


marking that what Gop poſitively com- 


manded to be done in all caſes, wwe Chriſ- 


tians do not enforce in any—nay, by the 


marriage-atd | we have abſolutely 0 
that = any. ſuit ſhall be inſtituted to 


„ compel a marriage Fa facie ecclgſiæ, by \ 


*« reaſon of ANY CONTRACT of matri- 


Vor. II. W 


SS» 
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* mony WHATSOEVER.” So that fingle 
men are abfo utely releaſed from all en- 
forcement of the divine law—and as for 
married men, they are prohibited, on 
pain of death, to do what, under God's 
own government, they would on pain of 
death have been compelled * to. * 
Here we find an adequate cauſe of fe- 
male ruin, proſtitution, and miſery ! 
corrupt human nature is left to itſelf, 
uncontrouled, unchecked by the power 
of Gop's poſitive precepts, unpuniſhed 
for an avowed rebellion againſt them. 
To fay that we have laws to take up a 
poor ftreet-2walker, and ſend her to Bride- 
well, is only ſaying that we have laws to 
make the miſerable ſtill more miſerable, 
and the profiigate more profligate; for in 
thoſe places of confinement, they help 
to corrupt each other, and they uſually 
come forth more abandoned than when 
Calixtus, a writer of the 17th century, in his 
treatiſe de Legibus, ſaith very truly OO 
Nulla lex humana pateſt prohibere, que lege divind, 
five naturali five poſitiud, fuerunt mandataz negue 
| mandare que fuerunt prohibita. Et 
„No human law can prohibit; thoſe things 
„ which by the divine law, either natural or po- 


. fitive, were commanded, nor command what 
XC was prohibited.” Le EATS IDE. ILYV 1 1 


* 
A888 they 


F481 

| they went in. It is a fad remedy which 
increaſes the diſeaſe. All theſe things 
conſidered, can it be otherwiſe than that 
adultery ſhould increaſe, in defiance. of 
Gop's lau, when we have not a ſingle 

| ſtatute to enforce that lau? that whores 
dom and formcation ſhould abound, when 
the only method of preventing them is 
utterly laid aſide, though preſcribed and 
ane by the Gop f Heaven? — To 
pauniſh à poor deſerted creature for being 
ad pfroſtitute, when it is put out of her 
| 2 to force her ſeducer to provide for 
her as the divine lau enjoins, is equally 
cruel and fooliſh : not very | unlike the 
man who threw his child into a ditch, 
and then beat him for being dirt. 
I pretend not to the gift of prophecy ; 
but, without that, only by comparing 
Helis with their cauſes, and weighing 
in the balance of reaſon and common 
ſenſe circumſtance with circumſlance—un- 

| leſs recourſe be had to the remedy which 
Gop hath provided in his /aw—lI may 
venture to. pronounce (as all evil is of a 
progreſſive nature, the more ſo the leſs 
check is given to it) that all our well- 
meant ſchemes of #eforming proſtitutes, 
and all our abſurd and ſevere methods 
of pruni/hment, will end juſt were they 
92 | 2 2 | began 7 
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began; only with this melancholy dif- 
ference, that for one reformed we ſhall 
find twenty ſeduced, and for one reclaimed 
by puniſhment, an Hundred will be made 
the worſe. I fear we ſhall have to ſay 
with Seneca—de Benef. I. 1. c. 10. Hoc 
majores noftri queſti ſunt, hoc nos quermur, 
. boc poſteri naſtri querentur, everſos eſſe 
mores, regnare nequitiam, in deterius res 
humanas & in omne nefas labi. This 
* our anceſtors have complained of, this 
«« 'we do complain of, this our poſterity 
« will complain of—that morals are 
« overturned, that wickedneſs reigns, 
« that human affairs go from bad to 
e worſe, and fall into all manner of im- 
piety.” Or with Horace, W 


Etat parentum, pejor avis, tulit 
Moes neguiores, mox daturas 
Progeniem vitioſiorem. 


46 More vicious than their fathers? age, 
d ur ſires begat the preſent race, 
4 Of actions impious, bold, and baſe : 

„ And yet, with crimes to us unknown, 

“ Our ſons ſhall mark the coming age their 


OWN. | FRANCIS. + 


I cannot cloſe the foregoing obſerva- 
tions better, than by inſerting a very 
affecting illuſtration of their truth, 
146 0 8 5 3 


In 


which appeared in the General Adverti- 
er of Oct. 265 THO: > HAM 


% Mr. EvDiToOR, 


* Seeing a very you "HY wandering) 
% about th fares date 2 evening of 
« yeſterday, I was induced to aſk her 
„ whither ſhe was goi ng ? She told me 
*« that an officer encamped at Coxheath 
had, about a fortnight ſince, ſtolen her 
away from her friends at Rocheſter, 
and carried her by force to his mar- 
© quee, where he debauched her; and 
| << after having kept her about a week 
after he had ſatisfied his licentious in- 
9 al clinations, he had ſent her to London 
«© with a guinea in her pocket, to get her 
. living as ſhe might. This wanton . 
e act of barbarity ſo affected me, that 1 
«* could not refrain from curſing. aloud 
* the author of it, in the moſt vehe- 
“ ment manner, as I walked home. 
« How much more does this cruel de- 
ſtroyer of innocence deſerve the diſci- 
pline of flagellation, than a poor de- 
* ſerter! I hope the officer who has 
thus taken from a young girl that re- 
e commendation, without which ſhe 
os Will find it difficult to earn an ho- 


2 3 * neſt 
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«« neſt livelihood, is not quite ſo nearly 
& related to the Devil, as to ſuffer this 
% unhappy victim to ſeek her bread by 
* prgſtitution. 

How far the caſe, as above ſtated, may 
be true, I will not pretend to ſay; but 
could we know every thing of this ſort- 
which daily paſſes in the world, we 
ſhould find much reaſon to credit the 
facts in this letter. Many men there: 
are, whoſe rank, and education , and for- 
tunes, as well as their perſonal endow- 
ments, might intitle them to the af- 
fections of the moſt ref pectable and ex 
alted of their own degree in the female 
world, with whom they might be the 
happy huſbands of happy wives, who, de- 
voting themſelyes to the indulgence of 
their appetites, lay out all their time and 
ſubſtance to inveigle and betray the 
loweſt of the other /ex, and then ſerve 
them as the officer above mentioned is 
repreſented to have ſerved the poor girl. 
Sooner than fail, they will employ their 
mean dependents to be their factors; and 
numbers there are, of both ſexes, Who 
f actually live upon the ſpoils of nt 
zunocence. . + 

The judges of Iſrael would, have: fared 
the poor girl from | deſtruRtion 1 by force 


ing 


| E : 
ing the officer to a public recognition of 
his marriage with her, on the facts ap- 
pearing to them as they are ſtated. —But 
he lives in a Ghriftian country—he is free 
| —the poor helpleſs girl irremediably 
undone! ſo are thouſands and tens of 
thouſands on the fame principle. 
By aboliſhing the connected, wiſe, and 
ſalutary laws of Gop, relative to the 
commerce of the ſexes, and ſetting up a 
law of man's device in their place, the 
ſtrongeſt barrier which words can form, 
for the preſervation of the weaker ſex, 
is thrown down; the ſtrong holds of 
Female ſecurity are razed to their very 
foundations; and the following miſchiefs 
are apparent. NL TT 
1. Adultery has not any puniſhment to 
| ſtand in dread of from our penal laws, 
therefore we can be at no loſs for its 
bare-faced appearance, and increaſe be- ' 
yond the example of former times for 
evil of all kinds is of a progreſſive na- 
:.. i DS TED 
2. There being no obligation on men 
to marry the virgins they ſeduce, thou- 
ſands of helpleſs girls are enticed, ſe- 
duced, and abandoned at the pleaſure 
of their” SEDUCERsS 3 by which means 


2 
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the brothels and freets are filled with 
Barlots and proſtitutes. 

3. Theſe poor creatures, grown har- 
dened and deſperate in the ways of ſin, 
are, in their turns, the /educers and de- 
bauchers of the young and heedleſs of 
the other ſex who may fall in their 
Way, 

4. A di eſeaſe little better than a 4 

Which Providence has ſeemed to ſet as 

a, brand of infamy, as well as puniſh- 

ment, on the forbidden and promiſcu- 

ous. commerce of the ſexes, ſpreads its 

po Ps far and wide, to the deſtrudtion 
thouſands. 
5. Depopulation muſt, in its degree, 

enſue—not only. from the ravages of the 

venereal diſeaſc, among young. perſons 

eſpecially, of both ſexes; but numbers 

of ſuch females as would otherwiſe be 

| breeding women, enervated by proſtitution, 

ratted by diſeaſe, and conſigned to the 
grave in the very, bloom of youth, 

- drop, like withered bloſſoms from the 

tree, leaving no fruit behind. Should 

they for a few, or even for many years, be 

- able, to withſtand the aſſaults of intem- 

perance, ſo as to ſurvive them (which 

was and there may be. the.;.cals: of 
only 5 | 2 e (NS 
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one * in an hundred) yet, barrenneſi and 
proftitution are ſo uſually connected, as to 
make it amount at leaſt to improbability 
that ſuch women ſhould ever breed. 
6. Another ſource of depopulation muſt 
ariſe from the temptation which men are 
under to a ingle life, from finding an eaſy 
way of gratifying their appetites- with 
out the burden and care of a ue and 
family either with women whom they 
can ſeduce, and leave at their pleaſure, or 
by a ſmall ſum purchaſing the favours of 
thoſe who have been ſeduced and aban- 
doned by other men. This is one grand 
incentive to ce/zbacy on the ſide of the 
men, and a reaſon why ſo many young 
women, however beautiful and deſerving” 
they may be, paſs on to old age ne- 
glected by the other ſex, and die un- 
TTT 
7. By putting an Human ceremony in 
the place of the divine ordinance, and men 
being under no obligation to marry. the 
women they ſeduce, whoredom and forni- 
cation muſt increaſe, in proportion to the 


* 


* Uſually moſt of theſe turn aud, and make. 
it the great end of their profeſſional induſtry to live 
by keeping brothels, not only for the reception. of 
os, women already ruined, but for the inveig- 
ling and drawing into ruin numbers of unwary 
and deceived females, 


numbers 
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numbers of profiigate men, who chuſe to 
gratify their paſſions at a cheaper rate 
than the charge of a wife and family, and 
to indulge their love of variety at no 
greater #rouble and expence, than may be 
incurred by the. ſeduction of youth nd 
znnocence among the lower order of fe- 
8. By repreſenting polygamy as a fin, 
the word of Gop is he the only 
rule of faith—the wiſdom and bolineſs of 
his pofitive laws, for its regulation, called 
in queſtion—a very confiderable part of 
the ſecurity which they afford the weaker 
ſex, aeſtroyed, and of courſe the ſeducing, 
abandoning, and proſtituting women, by 
married * men, greatly facilitated. Vouch- 
ing the authority of CHRIST, as for- 
bidding polygamy under the notion of 
adultery, is a mitrepreſentation of his 
propbetical character, like that of Cerin- 


More eſpecially by thoſe who are under divor- 
ces a menſa & toro, or, from ſome unhappy diffe- 
rences, are ſeparated by mutual agreement, which are 
far the greater number of the two, and who are ex- 
po to all the temptations of a /ingle life, without 

aving it in their power to uſe the appointed re- 
medy againſt them. © Td n 

Forbidding ſuch men to marry, is as unſcriptural, . 
unauthorized, and dangerous a tyranny; over the 
rights and conſciences of mankind, as the Pope's: 
forbidding the marriage of the clergy. 


Q F4 bus, 
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thus, who taught that Jnsus * 
* ſed the Gop of the eus. 

9. By ſtamping infamy on the only i n- 
ſtitution and ordinance of marriage which 
Gop ever appointed or revealed, and 
denying its ob{zgation without the ſuper- 
addition of an human ceremony, which was 
firſt made eſſential to marriage by a Pope 
of Rome, the murders * of new-born in- 


fants have been and are frequently occa- 


fioned, and, by this means, the deaths - 


of many women by the hands of the 
public executioner. 


10. Numbers of children are deſtroyed; 


as well as women, by the wicked prac- 
tice of taking medicines to cauſe abor- 
tion. — To this may be added, 


11. The many inſtances of ' female au. 
cide, which have happened in the un-' 
ſpeakable moments of diſtreſs and deſ- 


peration, when pregnant women have 


* Mr. Guthrie, Geograph. Given p. 8 edit. 
1776, in the account of the religion of Scotland, 
ſays It is ſaid, that even that relic of popery, 

the obliging fornzcators of both ſexes to fit upon 
<& what they call a repenting-ſtool in the church, 
< and in full view of the congregation, begins to 

«5 wearout ; it haying been found, that the Scorch 
| & women, on account of that penance, were the 


, greateſt i 3 (or n of infants) in 
bf the world.“ 


} 
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been baſely * deſerted by thoſe who 
ought to have become their protection 
and defence; and thus expoſed to infa- 
my and ruin — cdefenceley=— helpleſs — | 
hopeleſs ! | 

Such 


"oy recent mer of this was im one of the pub- 
lic prints, about the latter end of July 177᷑ A- 
woman at ——, in Eſſex, was lately 


” . bunf drowned in a pond. The. occaſion of. 


5 this raſh action was her being deferted by a 
<< gentleman” in the'nei 1 by whom he» 
<« Was pregnant.“ - ſuch inſtances may 


doubtleſs be found in the "annals of human mi- 


„ 

Morning Chronicle; of i November 12, y; 
furniſhes us rb. a record, which, though almoſt 
enough to freeze the very, blood of the humane. 
reader, I cannot omit on this occaſion, | 

On the 31ſt ult. one Hannah Hoggarth, of the 
*< townſhip of Hawfter cum Stain/iker; in the pa- 
4 riſh of Fhitby, in Yorkſhire, was delivered of a 
4% male baſtard-child alone. On the 2d inſt. her 
* neighbours, ſuſpecting ſhe had been ſo delivered, 
e prevailed on the officers to get a ſurgeon and 
man- midwife to examine her; who, on the 3d 
4 ent to her houſe, examined, and talked to her 
e about ſuch her delivery, which ſhe, at firſt, de- 

nied; but on a cloſer examination, ſhe: ſaid ſhe 


e had a. miſcarriage, which being dead, and very 


<< ſmall, ſhe: burnt; and would» then confeſs no 
< further, - On the 5th - inſtant the ſame perſons 
e went and examined her again, when ſhe con- 


| <<. fefſed ſhe had been delivered alone of a boy, 


66 who crying very much, ſhe, to avoid a diſcovery, 
2 took an * with the broad end of which ſhe 
« ſeveral 


1 349 J 
Such are the effects of wpridly Stems 
ſuch the fruits of the inventions of 
thoſe who would make themſelves wiſer 
and hoher than the Gop who made them / 
Nor can any thing put a check on the 


. 


« ſeveral times ſtruck the infant on the head, and 
„thereby greatly cruſhed and fractured his ſkull, 
and with the ſharp end ſhe endeavoured to cut 
<< off itzt head; that having thus killed the child, 
<< ſhe laid it under the bolſter of a bed in the 
« room where ſhe lay, until the evening, when ſhe 
„got up, took up one of the flags of the floor, and 
«© underneath it buried the child; where it was, by 
<< her directions, found, and the coroner made ac- 
% quainted therewith, and ſummoned a jury, who 
„ met laſt Saturday afternoon, and, on examina» 
tion of the witneſſes, found that the ſaid Hog- 
„% garth had murdered her child in the manner 
above related. Soon after the jury had left the 
© place, {he took an opportunity, in the abſence 
of the perſon ſet to watch her, to HANG HER»: 
„ SELF, and was quite dead before it was diſco= 
« yered.” 5 

Whence aroſe this double tragedy ?—from the 
| ſame ſource which muſt account for all things of 
the ſame kind—that is to ſay, from the fooleries of” 
ro fixſt ſet. on foot by Pope Alexander the 

IId. and gradually brought into an article of faith 

by the ſuperſtition and credulity of mankind. We 
read of no ſuch thing happening in IJſrael; the 
motives of fear and ſhame, which drove this poor 
creature to ſuch deſperation, could. not exiſt, but, 
under thoſe circumſtances of infamy, which the 
tyranny of cuſtom has annexed to certain actions, 
without any warrant or foundation from that aw, 
by which we muſt all be judged at the laſt day. 

= LAM . prevalence 
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valence of ſuch calamities, but a re- 
ſtoration of the wHoLE—UNIFORM— 
CONSISTENT—and BENEFICENT LAW 
or Gop. This, and this alone, is a 
remedy againſt adultery, and whoredom in 
all its forms. Long and ſad experience 
has ſhewn us that all orher themes, whe- 
ther of prevention or remedy, are vain 
and chimerical, and can no more ſtop 


theſe evils, than Feroboam's diſcarding 
the law of Moſes, and ſetting up the 


calves in Dan and Bethel, could fecure 
the &ingdom of 1/rael to himſelf and fa+ 
Nothing can be more pernicious to 
the purſuit and inveſtigation - of truth, 
than ſuppoſing the antiquity of an opi- 


nion is a certain proof of its ſolidity, or 
that the aniverſal reception of, or venera- 
tion for, a doctrine, is a concluſive ar- 
gument of its trutb. We have but to 
travel into China or Fapan, Mexico or 


Peru, or into any other idolatrous coun- 
tries, and we ſhall find the moſt horrible 


and monſtrous forgeries that Satan him- 
ſelf can invent, all depending on the an- 
rigunty of their eſtabliſhment, the uni- 
verſality of their reception, as well as of 
the veneration which is paid them. Let 
us not think that we are by nature 


wiſer 
than 
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than the inhabitants of thoſe countries 
wwe are all the children f one man, the 
naturally-engendered offspring of fallen 
Adam. — He that giveth to all life and 
Breatb, and all things, hath made of one 
blood all nations of men, for to dwell on all 
the face of the earth. Acts xvii. 25, 26. 
The human mind, like the human nature, 
is in all men and in all places ale. 
Prov. xxvii. 19. Were the people who . 
are born in Mexico born among us, they 
would not be. worſhippers of the idol 
Vitziputzh ; were we born among them, 
we certainly ſhould. The mind of fall- 
en man, having no innate ideas of divine 
things, is impreſſible by the ft that f. 
fer, and as he grows up, theſe grow up 
with him. Hence the Bramz is as 
much wedded to the adoration and wor- 
ſhip of Viſtnou, as a Papiſt is to the ado- 
ration and worſhip of the Virgin M 
The only difference between them is, that 
the blind Heathen has been taught his reli- 
gian by thoſe who have no revelation, and 
the ignorant Chriſtian has been inſtructed 
in bit, by thoſe who have perverted and 
abuſed the revelation which Gop . hath 
given them. Such is the human mind 
L ſo fallen, ſo loſt to the poſſeſſion and 
lot of truth — that it will ſuffer. jitſelf 
Ad? ; | : | to 
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8 to be led blindfold into the acknowledg- 
ment of propoſitions as rue, which even 
the outward ſenſes demonſtrate to be falſe / 
Witneſs the abſurd, unproſi table, ſelf- 
contradictory notion of tramſubſtantiation, 
_ Whole antiquity, and univerſal reception and 
veneration in the church of Rome, have 
prevailed on men to relinquiſh the demon- 

ſtration of their outward ſenſes, and to 


embrace à he, though it bears its own de- 


tection: upon the face of it. 
The credulity of the human mind was 
hardly ever more plainly evinced, than 
by an experiment which was tried upon 

the public about thirty years ago: A 
certain noble Due was converſing on this 
ſubject with ſome company at his own 
houſe, and faid—** He was certain that 
* no abſurdity could be propoſed, which 
<<, mankind would not believe. I dare 
« ſay continues: he, that if it was 
* advertized in the papers, that at one 
*< of the theatret a man would get into 
% guart-bottle, the houſe would be 
t crowded. This was thought to be 
carrying the matter too far. No,“ ſaid 
his Grace, if you will promiſe to keep 
% my: counſel, I will try the experi- 
% ment. Accordingly it was announced 
in one or more of the papers, that ** at 
4, “ ſuch 


Ee 


«© ſuch a theatre, on ſuch an evening; a 
e man, with all his c/ooths on, — 

come on the ſtage, get into a 
% bottle, and there play ſeveral tunes * 
* the German flute. The evening arriv- 
ed, the experiment ſucceeded, the houſe 
was full from top to bottom; num- 
bers tried to get places, but were foreed 
to go away for want of room. The com- 
pany waited patiently a conſiderable time, 
at laſt they grew. noiſy, and called; but 
in vain, for the:grtj#; then they began 
to be angry and riotous, inſiſting on a re- 
turn of their naney, which they had paid 
at going in; this was equally vain, the 
. offices were all locked up, the receivers 
decamped with a large ſum, which, it 
was ſaid, was afterwards diſtributed among 
ſome public charities. 

If the human mind is capable of ſuch 
impoſitions as theſe, in things wherein 
the outward ſenſes rauſt be ſuppoſed to be 
competent judges, what muſt it not be 
capable of believing, where ſpiritual and 

inviſible things are the objects propoſed 
to it? more eſpecially when thoſe objects 
are preſented before it under the venerable 
guiſe of piety and religion, and are recom- 
mended to its obſervance by the authority 
« uſage, cuſtom, and law? 

Vor. Il. Aa "2 


e | 
f- "hit there ſhould be a ſet” of people 


who coul Y perſuade thetnfelves that 
marriage is a carnal thing, vvhich, 
. though allowed to the Jews under the 
Old Teſtament, is , unlawful “ for 


& "Chriftians" under the New Teſtament” 
«that there ſnould be others, who, though 
12 75 cr allowed marriage” for once to be 


i lawful, yet condemned / fecond mar- 
tt riages as only a more ſpecious and de- 
* corous kind of whoredont*nd adultery” 


that others ſhould, in the very face of 


ths ſcripture, hold polygamy to be a dam- 


—_— 2 and even e the CA 
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See Broughton, Hiſt, Lib. tit. ah 


\p In N. Brint's tranſlation of Polanb s Hiſt. of 


the Council of Trent, p. 784, are to be found the 
following anathemat © 


1. Ag ainſt him that ſhall fay, that matrimony is 
| WE one of the ſepen ſacraments inſtituted 'by 
; _\CurzsrT, and doth not confer. grace. . 
32 Or that it is lawful for Chr Miant to to haye 

many wives at once, and that this is not for- 
bicden by any law of Gop. 
3- Or that only the degrees of affinity and en 
2 4 . Elainity gxpreſied in Leviticus, may null tbe 
marriage, and that the church may bos add 
others, and diſpenſe with fome of hem. 
4. Or that the church cannot Seen TH di 
ments, of hath erred in conſtituting them. 
5. Or that eccleſiaſties in holy orders may as 
s alſo all thoſe who find they have not the g Sur 


I 


do not candemn, more ſeverely than the 
defiling the wives of atber men, which, the 
4-ahh>crie ane arts 03 - ori be SR - 


to " 1 


F . 
L444 . As 


| of chaſtity, or that ſhall Prefer the tate of mar- 
kiage to virginity arid'chaſtity, ooo 
6. Or that the-pfohibitions of marriage in certain 
times of the year is ſuperſtition, or ſhall con- 
den the benedictions and other ceremonies. 
I have ſelected theſe ynoddl determinations of that 
famous Popiſb council, that the reader may be ap= 
prized of the Fien of ſyſtematical oppoſition and 
contrariety to the divine law. Ab inferis ad Romam, 
4 Romi ad nos. As to the matter of polygamy, I 
cannot, from the hiſtory of thoſe times; have the 
leaſt doubt of its being branded with a cuxsk on 
ſuch as ſhould aſſert its not being contrary to the 
& law of Goh,“ in order to make Luther, Zuing« 
lius, Bucer, Melancthon, and the other reformers, 
the more odious in the ſight of the worldz they having 
iven this as their opinion, in the buſineſs of Philip 
por ie an thei opinion, jn eee 


n | be 25 
3 this more readily believe this, becauſe many. of 
the moſt celebrated Popzfh. writers, as Durandus A 
St. Portian, in the 14th century—Alphonſus Toftatus, 
Biſhop of Avila, in the 15th century—and particu- 
lafly Kardinal Cajetan, who diſputed with Luther at 
Augſburg, in the 16th. century—do confeſs - that 
a plurality of wives is lawful, according to the di- 
<<. vine, law, and that it hath no indecency in it by 
e the law of nature; but it would be lawful even 
<<" to prieſts, unleſs prohibited by the diſcipline of the 
© 'church''—Fure divino zxorum pluralitutem eſſe lici- 
tam, idque nuturali jure nullam habere indecentiam quin 
& ſacerdetibus hoc licitum fore, niſi eccleſiaſtica prohibe- 
rentur diſciplina. Cardinal Bellarmine acknowledges 
the ſame—Lib. 1. De Matr. c. 10. See before, p. 
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ſcriptures, de condemn to capital puniſo- 
ment —that the whole legiſlative body 
6f this kingdom ſhould determine it 

to be againſt. the . law of Gov that a 


cler-m, arders . ſhould marry; that this 
ſhould be meds. day. in borb par- 
ties, as alſo in t | 

maintain it 2% be: Jawfi/c—that all theſe 


things ſhould. gain ſuch an aſcendency 
oper the minds of men, as, in their turns, 
to be believed as fo many ſolemn truths 
of religion, affords,” ſurely, reaſon enough 
for every thinking man to be upon his 


guard, and to examine well into the foun- 


dation of things before he makes them ar- 
ticles of his creed. | 


When the holy ſcriptures are applied 


to ĩn a partial and deſultory manner, words 
taken out of /entences—ſentences from the 
entire feat texts wreſted from the context 
the context from the reft of the ſcrip- 


tures, and then the ſound, of the words 


oſe who ſhould only 


Rainold de lib. Apoc. tom. i. prælect 4, expreſsly faith | 
—* Cajetanns aflerit pluralitatem uxorum nuſquam 


© Dko prohiberi, adeoque Paulum,'cum'epi/coptem 


e vetet habere plures uxores, 'reliquis:concedere.”” 
© Gajetan aſſerts, that a plurality of wives is no 
<< where prohibited by Gop. And therefore Paul, 
<< when he forbids a Biſhop to have a plurality of | 

bela vol. 1. 


<< Wwives,: grants it to others.“ See 


| detached 


. 


* 
, 


Lese 


detached from their ens: — matters are 
ſtill made worſe, the dece is ſtrength · 
ened by the ſuppoſed wr ity of ſcrip- 
ture, and Error, having counterfeited the 
ſeal of Trath, thus commends itſelf, to. 
the minds and conſciences of men. 
A little before” our Ned Siuiour left 
this world, He rh prayed for His . 
={nor" for then any, but for - en 
4% which fhould believe on Him through 
their worge—John XVII. 17, 20.) Sancti 
them through Thy truth,” Thy WORD 1S 
TRUTH. Whatever contradicts that 
Word muſt be a 55 for no bye i of the, 


truth. 1 John ii. However ſacred. | 


theſe Hes may have a by people's 
eſpouſing them as truth, under notions of 
purity and Bolingſi, yet are they of their 


father the Devil, who, ben he Jpeakerh +. 


He, fpeaketh of his own; for hes a har, and 
the father of it. John viii. 44. Whatever 
will bear the Zeſt of the Hebrew ſcripture, 
muſt be Zrue—but if it will not bear 
this, we may be certain it is fue, how- 
ever ĩt may be dignified with the opinions 
of the learned and pious, or come recom- 
mended to us under the ſanction of the 
higheſt human authority. I much queſ- 
tion whether ſuperſtitimm and errur owe 
their F aſcendancy over the minds of pro- 
A a . feſſing 


5 
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feſling Cbriſian: to any thing more, than 
to . Bak the Old and New Teſta, 
1 from * other, and thus look- 
upon the latter as an entire ne v 
5 em, unconnected with, and independ- 
ent on, the former. 'Whereas, in truth 
and i in fact, the New Teſtament owes its 
whole importance and glory to the He- 
breiv ſcriptures; it is eitel built upon 
chem ; we therefore find a conſtant the 
rence to them throughout the whole New 
. Search the ſeriptures, they 
455 of Me. John v. 39. For if ye had 
Moss, ye would have believed Me, 
1 Ne wrote of Me; but if ye believe not 
Hir writings, bow ſhall ye believe My words? 
John v. 46, 47. Here, by the way, I 
would aſk, how it is poſſible to conceive, 
that ours, Lord ſhould appeal to the 
writings of Mosxs for the truth of 'what 
he ſpake, if hit words eſſentially differed 
from them? They have Mos Es and the 
prophets, let them —— theni—Luke xvi, 29. 
And in that ex quiſitely fine apology of 
Paul before A8 1 Acts xxvi. he de- 
clares, that he faid nothing in his public 
y, but what Motzs and the pro- 


251 did ſay ſhould come to paſi. As we 

ſome of the books of the Old Teſtã- 

ment refer to e preceding, ſo lng 
| n 


634 


But under the 


1 39 J 


find the New: Teſtament referrin ng itſelf 
for its authority to the 'Ola' Teſtament; 

which ſhews, that both t agel ber form Ohe 
connected ſcheme, one: ieren plan of 
divine wiſdom and truth.” The ro/pel* in 
the Old Teſtament, and the ge in the 
New Teſtament, differ only as the /hadpw 
of a man upon 4 wall differs from the 


image of the ſame perſo f ſeen in a glaſs; 


-we ſee the repreſentation of the fame iden- 
tical perſon in bor caſes, only more diſ- 
tinctly and plainly in the latter. The 
"law had a ſhadow of good things to. come, 
not the very image of the things. Heb. x. 1. 
ew Teſtament, ve all 
_ ith open face. (the veil of the typ ical 
diſpenſation being removed) behold,” as in 
a glaſs, the glory © the Loy.” 2 Cor. 
SER Ts 
© It In; ever to be F ad 
therefore cannot be too much or too of- 
ten inculcated, that though the Bible 
conſiſts of different books, written at 
different and diſtant 7imes, by _ 
_penmen, yet one and the fame truth pe 
vades the whole; one uniform fi; 7 
appears; nor is there, throughout, 
d appearance of a were from it; 
me maſon of. which 1 is, \thiar* the wore of 
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Thon is ene — his WILL is one Land 
therefore his woRD is ane — the leaſt 
real contradiction, ineonſiſteney, or va- 
riation, muſt deftroy the authority of 
the whole, and leave the infidel in "fall 
enhjeyment of his triumph over the er 
dlibility of the ſeripture. 
If this was mere attended to am 
conſidered, people who profeſs theni- 
ſelyes to be friends of revelation; would 
be very cautious of granting its enemies 
their favourite arguments of inco 
and contradiction; for this they certainly 
da, in allowing a difference between the 
Old Teſtament and the New in point of 
mara] obligation: little thinking that if 
this could once be proved, and that the 
latter is more pure and holy than the 
Former —it would ſhake. the credit of 
iboth, as the work of ane and the ſame 
SPIRIT z and perhaps. we mult be led to 
give up one in order to ſupport the 
ot her, or, tq be entirely conſiſtent, r 
the authority of btb. 
Thus it was with Manes, chat Ae 5 
1 of the third century. In order to 
remove the obſtacles which lay in the 
way of his monſtrous ſyſtem, Which 
was. a motley mixture of ſome _ ; 
A OX: :: £ — O | 
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of Chriftaanity, mixed with the ancient 
bac of the Perſians, in which he 
been inſtructed in his youth—and to 
_ eſtabliſh a ſcheme of purity, bolingſ, and 
martijication, which, among other things, 
conſiſted in total abſtinence from mar- 
riage, and all comfentl which ariſe from 
the bonds of conjugal tenderneſs.— he 
affirmed that the Old e e not 

the Work of Gop, but of the pr inc 
darkneſs, who was ſubſtituted by "thee 


Jews in the place of the true Go: and 
afterwards, finding that the New Te 


tament - would not- fully anſwer. the de- 


ſigns of this enormous ſanatie, he threw 
a total diſcredit on the four  Gafpets, 
the Ads. of the Apoſiles, and on Paul 
Epiſtles, and ſupplied their place by a 


goſpel which he pretended to be dictated 
to him by Gop 3 See rr 
Maclaine s edit. vol. i. | 


Another fanatic pk? in e century, | 
whoſe: name was Hierax»—who: main- 


tained, that . the principal object of 
5 CunrisT's miniſtry was, the ee 
gation of a NEW ] LAW, more 


7 and perfect than that of Maſes; and 
6 from hence he concluded, that the 
6 1 of fleſh, wine, ' wedlock,” and of 


IQ 66 things 
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« things agreeable. to the outward ſenſes, 
: I which had been permitted unden the 
* Moſaic diſpenſation, was abſolutely pro- 
4 hibited and AF ted by CuRIST. 
Mo Beim. ib. 1 1 alſo men- 
tions a wild 75 that troubled the church 
during. the * 8 century, which he calls 
Cathariſts. ** Their religion” ſays he, 
« reſembled the doctrine of the Mani 
* cheans and Gnoftics in many reſpects; ; 
particularly on the ſubject of marriage, 
from which they enjoined a rigorous 
* abſtinence, as well as from wine and 
animal food; they moreover treated 
« with the utmoſt contempt all the 
books of the Od Te eftament, but ex⸗ 
«preſſed an high degree of veneration 
« for the New, particularly for the 
« four gaſpelt. See Maſbein, cent. 12. 
| port Mc Ce $a ets, 
| any more inſtances of 7886 kind 
might eafily be mentioned, but theſe 
may ſuffice to ſhew, whither men may 
be led, if once imagination ſets to 
Work, and notions of religion are en- 
tertained, which ſet the Old Teſta- 
ment and New at variance —to 1 
rain, therefore, their uniformity, har- 
835 and e. auld: be aa 
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Endeavour of every writer on religious 
ſubjects; the moment we loſe fig} t of 
theſe, we muſt be loſt in endleſs mazes 
of contradiction and inconſiſtency how 
can it be otherwiſe, if the 4ook, from 
whence we muſt derive the matter of 
our e be imconfitent with. it⸗ 
ſelf ; Fe. | 

0 vain are we aft called upon—r Cor, 

10 fo 4, the Eng e 


r 


writers b the 6 1 dl 7 — 
Tiſtathent” are at variance—or if Mosxg 
faid one thing and CuRxIs r another— 
of if Gop can be ſuppoſed to differ 
from himſelf ; — for theſe conſequences 
cannot © be avoided, if there be one 
law of leſs purity in the Old Ty eftament, 
and. another of greater purity in che 
New Teſtament. _ 

This latter notion has filed thi 
world with more enthuſiaſts, fanatics, 
and Had religioniſts, than convents and 
cells ould contain ; it has eopled de- 
Kits caves, dens, and fore s, with an- 
enörets, hermits, demoniacs, and other 
wild and gloomy mortals, who have 
9 human nature under ſuch a 

form, 


form, as almbſt to countenthce the Me- 
mobaen notion of the creation of the world 
by che prince of dartneſs. "© 

It were endleſs to attempt a _reca- 
tulation of all 'the B which 
ave” ariſen, from ſetting the Old Teſ- 
tament and the New at variance—and 
from contending that the holy law, or 
rule of life, Which Gop revealed for 
the government of the Jews, is not 


Boy and Pure ug for CURIs T1 
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The vobssem Ration . marriage 
other inſtances of rebellion i for 5 
wiſdom of Gov, are but a part of 
that ſpiritual wing 4 which, throu oh . 
the prevalence . of this notion, has ta- 

ken poſſeſſion of ſo great a, part of 
mankind—thoſe miſehiefs which? are the 
of this treatiſe, all flow, as has 
been before "obſerved, from the ſame 
principle, though they operate in a dif- 
ferent tmanner.—T know not that the Fa- 
Narr a, who took it into his head to 
live for thirtyſeven years together on 
the top of an high 2 by way of 
devotion, hurt a ny dy but "Pinata, | 
See“ an account of this pillar-ſain?, and bis 
Won Moſh. p. 254. rt 

20k unleſs 
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unleſs it were thoſe who were mad 

enough to © follow. his example :—but 
when the law of ſizſtice, mercy, and 

truth (for ſuch is the moral law of Go) 

is laid aſide, for a ſyſtem of the moſt 
atrocious: baſeneſs and ctuelty; which 
diſſolves all marriage contra vhatſoe 

ver, and renders all fecupity./ ariſing 

therefrom utterly: null and ved, unleſs 

ratified by human autbority.— then laying: 

aſide the /aw' which was given | by Mos 

ſes, annihilating its obligations, and ſet». f 
ting up a new lau, not of Gop's-or- J 
daining, but of nan apron is ſeverely: | 


felt by thoſe, whoſe a ated ſuffer» . ; 
ings are the natural an nfallible. con- | 
ſequences of it. 82 | 


As for the ee it is founded: in 
e. ation which men bear to Gop and 
one another ; and therefore, as that rela- 
tion is incapable of alteration, change, 
addition, or diminution but muſt ever 
remain one and the _ſame—ſo muſtthat ul 

liſe and conduct, which was eſtabliſhed 
A that law. Therefore, when Gur blood 
SAVIOUR, who came not to „ bus 
to magnify the law, and male it onduur als, 
H. lil. 21. and this by His own perfect, 
ſinleſs, and moſt holy obedience, even wits 
ay is — — whole: under 
Yet C 
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2 general heads, ich He calls the 
2 great commandments of the lau, He 
ys, On theſe two. commandments hang (or 
rk all the lau and the 1. — 
There it not, vu g (not there was nat in 
the days of Moſes; but) there is zot: now, 
any other commandment greater than e 
Matt. xxii. 40. Mark xii. 331 
© Hence, when the primitive Chriftians 
| and Fathers took it into their heads to 
conſider the New Teſtament as a diſtinct 
new ſyſtem of faith and manners, which 
abrogated the ad law, and ſet up for it. 
they laid the foundation of the hereſies 
and errors which have infeſted the church 
of CnRIST, as in other things ſo with 
reſpect to marriage. Had they interpreted 
what — faid on the ſubject of celi- 
bacy, not by detaching the words, and 
raking d them by their oy but by com- 
paring them wich the Old — 
_ thus taking them by their ſenſe," they 
would not have ſtigmatized Gon's holy 
ordinance of marriage as an impure and 
tarnal thing, and accordingly have 
thought the married /eſ5 holy and pure 
than the unmarried.— they would not 
bave treated it as merely albwable (much 
leſs, like the blaſphemy of Jerome, have 
reckoned at, as. ſome did, among the 
TYZ\ 7 t ings 
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things WE pen ſe mala ac: vitigſal. 
but = Le commendable, yea, 5 
nourable in all. Heb. xiii. 1. They would 
not have ruved, as they did, vghioſh ſecond- 
marriages, calling them little better than 
whoredom amd adultery, and holding men 
as' beathens and publiqums who entered into 
them; but they. Would have ſeen in the 
Old: Wette when men, though 
already married, took ſecumd wives," f >" 
marriages: were approyed, bleſſed, owned, 
and even: promoted by God Himſelf. 
Thus would they have learned not to haue 
conulemmid the . eſt. In ſhort, ' they 
would have ſeen that marriage, in all the. 
forms in which it appeared in the Old 
Teſtament, was an obedience to that: firſt: 
command uttered with the f Bling 
from Heaven Be fruitful, and multiply 
ond repleniſh the cart h that their ſchemes; 
of crubucy, and their other reſtraints of 
2 under. notions: of greater purity 

arid pegfection, Were oppoſite to that com 

| Wunde and tended to the deſtruction of 
the human ſpeciet—and: that there was no 
difference between their plans of 
feignenl x chaſtity. dene, than be- 
Hom) Swi vic * > tween 
2 oc utter all, the 5 0 they iber ta 


was bud il obſerved.” Witneſs the 7 cockedliagk: of 
the clergy i in the third century, who, to humour the 


people, 
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tween the prevention of a child's birth, 
and deſtroying it after it is born. 

Our BLESSED SAVIOUR (John viii. 44.) 
deſcribes the arch- enemy of mankind, the 
Devil, as a han and a murderer from the 
beginning. His. grand plan is the de- 
ſtruction of the human ſpecies. He Brought 
fin and death into the world, by being 
the father of that /ye which he induced 
our firſt parents to believe, and which 
ſtands recorded Gen. iii. 4. His end 
and aim has ever ſince that hour been 
uniformly the ſame, therefore he is fitly 
ſtyled in the Hebrew. tongue, ABADDON 
ſagſtruction, perdition} and in the Greek, 
AeoLLYon—the deſtroyer. Rev. ix. 11. 
In how ſucceſsful] a manner his, plans have 
been carried on, by preventing the propaga- 
tion of children, the hiſtory of the church, 


people, abſtained from marriage; but they did this 
ſo as to offer no great violence to their own inclina- 
tions—for they formed connexions with thoſe wo- 
men who had vowed perpetual cha/iity ; and it was 
an ordinary thing for an r take one 
f. theſe fair ſaints to his bed, {till under the moſt 
olemn declarations, that nothing paſſed that was 
eontrary to the rules of chaftity and virtue. Theſe 
holy concubines were called curacaxſot by the Greeks — 
and by the Latins — Mulieres ſubintroductæ. And it 
was a long time before the more pious and zealous 
of the Bifheps could entirely aboliſh this practice. 
See 1 Maſbeim, 137, 138. e Hp 
non S Is | from 
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from the days of the primitive Chriftians 
and fathers, abundantly declares, eſpe- 
cially that part of it which reſpects the 
charch of Rome. The celibacy” of the 
_ clergy hath for * many ages been univer- 
fal—millions of men and women have 

been taught to turn the particular and 
occafronal recommendations of # „ngle life, 
into general injunctions againſt marriage 
itſelf; thus changing the truth of Gop 
into a lye, forbidding to marry, and ſhut- 
ting themſelves up in convents, clbiſters, 
and other wncommanded ' retirements. 
Satan's grand plan is ſtill carrying on 
among mankind, even where Proteſtant- 
In prevails, witneſs the numbers of e- 
males, who are daily rendered unfit for 
the ends of marriage by proſtitution. This 
would not be, if the father of tyes had not 
taught us to abrogate thoſe ſalutary and 


beneficent laws of Gop, which were en- 


__ acted in heaven, and delivered to Moſes 
on Mount Sinai, to prevent this foul diſ- 
grace, and ſad deſtruction of the fermale 
er; and to ſubſtitute others, Which ren- 
der it more % for a man to ruin an hun- 


dted "virgins, than to feral a fu pence. 


1 
x 


4; * Biſhop: Newton, in his ingenious and learned 


Dif. on Proph.. vol. ii. p. 444, ſeems to date the 


prohibition of pries marriage, by public authority, 


ſo early as the council of Eliberis in Spain 


Anno 105. 


L 
As far as this is attended with depopulation 
—which it muſt be in proportion to the 
numbers of women ſeduced, and abandoned 
to proſtitution —ſo far doth Satan ſucceed 
in the deſtruction of the human ſpecies, _ 
In this, and in many other ways, which 
have been mentioned in theſe volumes, doth 
the enemy of Gon and mar find his ac- 
count, 15 rom the ſubſtitution of human in- 
vention in the place of DIVINE LEOGISLA- 
TION ; which laſt, in every part of it, the 
more cloſely it is conſidered, the more it 
appears calculated to obviate thoſe miſ- 
. and to prevent thoſe calamities, 
which, as human nature is now conſtituted, 
form ſo large and fatal a Part of female 
miſery. 
Ho fo conſiderable a portion of the 
Chriftian world could ever be brought, 
through a long ſuccetiion of ages, to ima- 
gine it poſſible that 2 jot or tittle of the 
DIVINE, LAW could ever paſs away— or 
that the change which has been ſuppoſed, 
could be derived from divine authority or 
that Gop could be leſs provident for tlie pro- 
tection and ſecurity of the weaker ſex, un der 
the New-Teftament diſpenſation, than under 
that of the Old Teftament—is one of thoſe. 
problematical queſtions, which I freely own. 
to exceed all the apprehenſion which I 
am maſter of,—l therefore leave it to be 
reſolved by thoſe, whoſe genius for the 
IG I. = 
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merplicable, may perhaps prompt them to 


attempt a ſolution of it. | | 
All that J can fay is, that if once we ſe- 


parate the New Teſtament from the Old, 


and ſet it up as a dinct fyſtem, explaining 
the words by the ſound of them, we may 
prove CHRIST a repealer and oppoſer of 
God's /aw in more inftances than one. As 
for example—Luke xiv. 26. F any man 
come tome, and hate not his father and mother, 
and wife and children, and brethren and fſ= 
ters, yea, and his own life alſo, he cannot be 
' amy diſciple. However theſe words may 
found, yet, when rightly underſtood, they 
are not to leflen filial duty—parental or filial 
Affection —brotheriy love to weaken the 
great duty of /#f-preſervation, or to diſ- 

folve the conjugal unzon and affection be- 
tween a man and his wife; - but to ſhew 
that even rheſe things, obligatory as they 


are in themſelves, are but of ſecondary con- 


fideration, or indeed of 0 conſideration 
at all, when they ſtand in competition 
with doing or ſuffering for the glory of 
Gop, in the maintenance of his ruth. 
80 ver. 33. Whoſoever he be "of you that 
forſaketh not all that he hath, be cannot be 
my diſcrple.—This cannot mean, conſiſt- 
ently with other ſcriptures, that' a man 
cannot be a Chriſtian without he leaves 
his wife and family — friends and relations, 
and throws his /ubhfance into the ſea, and 
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himſelf after it; — but that he is to prefer 
the cauſe of ( Gop, with the 1a 72 all things, 
(ſee Phil. ui. 7. 8.) to the hole world 
(ſe Matt. xvi. 26.) when in times of 
difficulty and danger, for the truthis fake, 
he muſt hes forſake one or the other. 
This, however, is not merely a New Feſta- 
ment doctrine, or ſomething impoſed by a 
new law of CHRIS T- it is all to be looked 
upon as an exemplification of the firſt 
great commandment of the law—T hou ſbalt 
love the LoRD thy Gop, with all thine 
heart, with all thy mind, with all thy foul, 
and with all thy firength. Matt. xxii. 37. 
Mark xii. 23. Accordingly we find ex- 
amples of as eminent martyrs under the 
Old Teſtament as under the New, as 

may be ſeen Dan. iii. 14—23. Dan. vi. 
10, 16. See alſo 2 Maccabees vi. and 
vii. Heb. xi. 33, &c.—who forſook 
all for the cauſe of Gop, and ved not 
their lives even to the death. But when 
people began to ſeparate the New Teſta- 
ment from the Old, and to ſet up CuRIS T 
as a broacher.of a ne item, eſtabliſhed 
on new laws, then folly, being ſet at work 
by ignorance, 1 — ſelt=right 
began to deviſe plans of prety and holineſs, 
which were to be more pure and perfect 
than the laws of Gop, Hence aroſe vows 
of perpetual chaſtity, voluntary poverty, 
and numberleſs uncommanded n mortifica- 


tions, 


. 

tions, and refufals of the good creatures of 
Gop, which He hath commanded to be re- 
ceived with thankſgiving of thuſe t0h0 believe 
and know the truth, 1 Tim. iv. 4. Hence 
alſo, as has been obſerved, came the diſpa- 
ragement of m4rriage-—the condemnation 
of ſecond marriages—the reprobation of po- 
. things might do very well 
or ſuch dwarfs in grace as Enoch Abra- 
ham — Iſaac — Jacob David, &c.; but as 
the Cbriſtians began to think, that what 
they called the Chriftion lam was more Holy 
and perfect than the lat of Moſes, fo they 
invented ſchemes by which they were to 


think themſelves more holy than the be- 


lievers of old time, whom they eſteemed 


to live under a leſs pure and holy rule of 


life, than what they ignorantly called the 
law of CuRisT. This blaſphemy againſt 
| God's moſt holy law (for it was no better) 
paſſed for very. exalted piety, and was a 
part of that myſtery of miguity, which at 


length branched itſelf into ſo many orders 


of , monks—nuns—friars—hermits—attcho= 


refs, among the Papi/ts—and ſo many fa- 


natical wild , among the Proteſtants, 

well deſcribed by the ingenious author of 

Hudibras, where A 
Neligion ſpawn'd a various rout 
U petulant capricious ſects, 
he maggots of corrupted texts. 
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Nearly allied to all this was the inven- 
tion of a number of human rites and ceree 
monies, which were to attend upon the 
ordinances of Gop, and which in proceſs 
of time began to be miſtaken for the or- 
dinances themſelves, or at leaſt ſo eſſential 
a part of them, as that the ordinances 
were looked upon as nothing without them. 
Baptiſm, which ſimply conſiſted in dipping 
a perſon in water, or pouring water upon 
them, in the name of the ever-bl/efſed TRi- 
' NITY, was to be accompanied with res 
of human invention, and ceremonies. of 
man's device, or elſe it was good for' no- 
thing—ſuch as anointing—prayers— impo- 
ſition of hands—the fign of the croſs—ex- 
 erciſm—;ſalt —ſpittle—and certain ſureties 
called gogfathbers and godmotherg.—So the 
facrament of the Lord's Supper, as fimple 
an inſtitution as the other, and conſiſted 
in eating bread and drinking wine in re- 
membrance of CHR1sT's death and ſacri- 
dice was loaded with rites and ceremonies, 
by which, in proceſs of time, a piece of 
wafer was ſuppoſed to become the h 
bones—body—and bloaad of a man, firſt to 
be qvor ſhipped and then eaten. No marvel 
then that marriage, when the Popiſh vi- 
ſionary, Peter Lombard, had found it out 
to be a ſacrament, and Pope Innocent III. 
threw the adminiſtration of it into the 
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hands of the priz/s, ſhould alſo have ce- 
remonies invented and annexed to it, 
which, by degrees, wrought upon the 
credulity and ſuperſtition of the people, ſo 
as to obſcure the real nature of the inſi- 
Zution, as ordained of Gon, be put in its 
place, and, in length of time, be miſ- 
taken for the thing itſelf. Superſtition is 
always ready to give an helping hand to 
ſuch ſort of things, by obtaining the 
ſanction of cuſtom for their ſupport. Still 


the ordinances of Gop are juſt the ſame 


in themſelves and by themſelves, as well 
as in their validity, operation, and ęffect; 

they are not added to in theſe reſpects by 
the inventions of men, nor diminiſbed by the 
want of them. What was baptiſin when 
CurisT ordained it, zs | baptiſm ſtill 
what was the ſacrament of the Lord's 
ſupper, is ſtill the ſame—and that which 
made a woman a man's wife, when it was 
ſaid- they ſhall be one fleſb, makes her ſo 
at this moment, and v do to the end of 
the world.— This is clearly laid down in 


the New Teſtament, as well as in the Old 


- Teſtament, by CurisT, Matt. xix. 6. and 
St. Paul, 1 Cor. vi. 16. See before, vol. i. 
p. 18. The various alterations which the 
ſuperſtition of ſome have introduced into 
theſe matters, and which the credulity of 
"ons have received, ſtill leave the hinge 
l B b 4 tbemſelves 
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tbemſelves juſt as they were. Though the 
Pope denies the cup to the laity—though 
He ſtrikes out the /econd commandment of 
the decalogue, and divides the Zenth into 
two, in order to make up the number 
ten—though he, or any other earthly 
power, ſhould invent a ceremony, with- 
out the obſervance of which all marriage 
is null and void though they ſhould va- 
cate marriage on account of impediments of 
their own deviſing —ſtill all this only proves 
the height of human pride and preſump- 
tion—the ordinances and commandments 
of Gop are juſt what they were, and are 
equally binding on every man's conſcience 
in the fight of Gon. As a man who 
makes to . himſelf a graven image, and 
bows down before it and worſhips, falls 
as much under the condemnation of the 


fecond commandment, though it be _—_ 


out of the decalogue by the authority of 


man, as if it had been retained; ſo a 


man, who, on human authority, can ima- 
gine himſelf to be at liberty to for/ake the 
virgin which he has taken, becauſe he has 
not i not—or can not go to a church 
with her, and hear a form of words of 
man's device red over him by a prieft, is 
as great a ſinner in the ſight of Gon, as 
if he had done ſuch a thing the very mo- 
ment after hearing Moſes pronounce thoſe 
laws, Exod. xxii. 16, and Deut. xxii. 

—_ | 28, 29, 


1 1 
28, 29, which poſitively forbid it, an and 
which neither nan nor angel can invall- 
date the force and obligation of. 

That the obſervance of theſe laws muſt 
be attended; in ſome inſtances, with po- 
Hgany, is certain. The all-wiſe legiſlator 
muſt foreſee this, as nothing can. 
hidden from Him—yet no exception, no 
qualifying clauſe, no reſtriction, is found 
in theſe laws as to the circumſtances or 
fituation of the man; and that no ſuch 
thing was intended, appears, not only from 
the conſtruction of the Hebrew words 
, 2 any nan but alſo from 
the evident care which is taken of the ho- 
nour of the ſeventh commandment, b 
adding the words THR ND - non deſpon- 
ſata not betrothed — to the deſcription of 
the damſel.— Some ſuch exception muſt 
certainly have been found with regard to 
the man, if the honour of that lau had 
been endangered by polygamy on his ſide, 
as on the fide of the woman. Another 
reaſon why no exception is made, is, the 
apparent objects of theſe laws themſelves 
— which were, to ſecure the validity and 
obligation of the marriage ordinance, ſo 
that no man ſhould put away and aban- 
don the virgin he had taten; thus alſo to 
ſecure and protect the weaker [ex from 
ſeduction and dereliction, conſequently 
from proſtitution; thus to prevent 3 


L 


dom and fornication, and all other evils 
ariſing from wanton and cauſeleſs di- 
vorces. But even polygamy. itſelf was re- 
Ne and circumſcribed: it did not 
ollow that a man might take any num- 
ber of wives he pleaſed, becauſe he might 
take more than one. The maintenance 
and prov zien, as well as the due communi- 
cation of his perſon, (called by Moſes my 
—duty of marriage, Exod. "i 10. and 
by St. Paul, x Cor. vii. . *Oeidopervy 
*Ruwiay—due benevolence} wg not to be 
withdrawn from any rt or preceding 
@oife; ſo that much ph be. on the cir- 
cumſtances of the man.,—All beyond * 


© * Doubtleſs in this, as in all things elſe, which, 
however lawful or innocent in themſelyes, may be- 


.come finful by abuſe and exceſs, we may ſay wah 
Horace— 


} + 


| * modus in rebus—funt certi denique fines, 
uos ultra atraque nequit conſiſtere rectum. 


Some certain mean in all things may be found, 
To mark « our virus and our vices bound.. 
FRANCIS, 

That polygamy i is lawful in itſelf, and in many caſes 
expedient (tee before, p. 192, 193, n n.) in ſome duty 
{ſee vol. I. 268, n. 2978.) none can deny, who 
will yield to the teſtimony of the ſcripture, and 
plain matter of fact. But where it is entered upon 
with no other view than to pamper the appetite, d 
to indulge a love of variety, it degenèrates into 
evil; and ſeems to be to marriage, what gluttony and 
drunkenneſs, and exceſs of apparel, are to food and 
raiment—a ſinful, becauſe a forbidden, abuſe of law- 
ful and. neceſſary things. See before vol. 1. Preface, 
xxXii. e and this vol, p. 324 and n. 
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this was called multiplying wives, and, 


like other unreaſonable exceſſes, forbid- 


den even to. perſons of royal dignity. 
Deut. xvii. 16, 179, What Solomon ſuf- 
fered for his neglect of this law, may be 
ſeen, 1 Kings xi. 1114. 
I have ſaid fo much on this ſubje& of 
polygamy, becauſe it is ſo little underſtood, 
owing to its being taken for granted to 
be /inful, becauſe every body is taught to 
believe fo, though the reaſon of this be- 
lief is not to be found in Gop's word, 
but in the imaginations of people, who 
derive their notions upon the ſubject 


from prejudice and vulgar error, juſt as 


the Papiſis do their notions of purgatory 
or praying to ſaints. However, it is highly 
neceſſary that every part of the divine 
plan for regulating the commerce of the 
/exes ſhould be conſidered upon the foot- 
ing of the divine lam, that all ſtumbling- 
blocks may be removed out of the way 
of that retributrve juſtice ſo ſtrongly com- 
manded in that law to every man, and there- 
fore which every man owes to the virgin 
which he has once received into his poſſe/= 
ion. Declaring polygamy to be a fin, that 
it is a 7ranſgreſſion of the law, when there is 
% law againſt it, is, to ſay the leaſt 


* JWhere no Jaw is, there is no tranſgreſſion. Rom. 
iv. 15. Sin it not imputed when there 1s ' no law. 
ba 3 | rn "2 © 14 CH & £46 4 
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of it, an horrid and unwarranted piece of 
preſumption, and is attended with theſe 
miſchiefs among many others—It fur- 
niſhes the man who has 20 conſcience, 
with a ready excuſe for leaving to diſtreſs, 
proſtitution, and ruin, the helpleſs object 
of his brutal Tuſt—And it deters the man 
| who has ſome conſcience, from thinking it 
his duty to maintain, protect, and provide 
for as a wife, the woman whom he has 
made ſo in the fight of Gop, and whom, 
if ever it be in his power, he ought to 
make ſo in the /ight of the world. Whereas 
the law of Gov, the only criterion of 
good and evil, leaves the former without 
all excuſe for not doing, and the latter 
without all fear of doing, what, if done in 
every caſe, would fave thouſands from ruin 
both in this world and in the next. = 
To maintain this, is to maintain the 
word of Goy—to contend for the faith 
once delivered to the ſaints—to defend the 
bulwarks of female ſecurity—to throw 
down the firong holds of ſeduction, de- 
13 and proſtitution and, by ſap- 
ping the foundation, to demoliſh the 
whole fabric of adultery, whoredom, and 
fornication; which are all ſupparted, as well 
as built, by ſyſtems of human invention 
policy of man's device—and maxims 
of worlaly 70i/dom. But again let me ſay, 
be it remembered - he wiſdom of this 

. world 


I KR. 
world is fooliſongſ with GoD. 1 Cor. 


i . 


Into whoſe-ſoever hands theſe papers 


may come, I mult at the end, as at the be- 
ginning, enjoin the reader to take his Bible, 


and examine thoroughly into the truth of 


what has been faid—to weigh it in the 
balance of the ſanctuary— to let no preju- 
dice or pre- conceived opinion (if poſſible) 


biaſs his judgment—no traditions of men. 


uſurp the place of Gop's commands within 


his conſcience—no popular opinion plead, 


from its antiquity, a right to deceive his 
underſtanding—rememberin that it. is 
written Le: Gop be True, . every man 
a har, Rom. iii. 4. Therefore, not- 
withſtanding all the plauſible and ſeem- 
ingly pious objections, which human 
pride can deviſe and raiſe againſt Gop's 
diſpenſations, and all the beſt- connected 


plans, which human wit and wiſdom can 


oppoſe to that unzform and holy ſyſtem of 
moral government over men's actions, which 
is revealed in the Brb/e—as well as all 
the inventions of uncommanded rites and 
ceremonies, which have obſcured, and even 
made of none effect, the ſimple ordinances 
of Gop—ſtill Gop vill be juſtified in His 
ſaxings, and clear when He is judged. Rom. 
iii. 4. He will deſtroy the wiſdom of the 
W n and e to apt the mg ca 


ing 


n 


oy — wb 
= _— = —ͤ— nit 9% AE — — — —_— 


: * 
' 
5 


[ 382 ] 
tis of the prudent. 1 Cor. i. 19 ; and it 
will appear at that day, that what 7s 
biz hly efteemed among men, is abomination in 
the ſight of Gop. Luke xvi. 15. 

By this time, it is to be hoped, that 
the reader will give the author credit, for 
having conſidered the foregoing ſubjects, 
not in a light, haſty, deſultory, or care- 
leſs manner, but with all the diligence 
and ability of which He is capable. "The 
author for himſelf can truly ſay, that he 
hath not wilfully pere the divine 
teſtimony on either ſide of the queſtion, 
but hath faithfully tranſcribed what he 
apprehends to be the mind and will of 
Go, as revealed in ſcripture, on every 
ſubject which has been conſidered. Not- 
withſtanding which, if he could ſuppoſe 
that ſecond cauſes were at the diſpoſal of 
ignorance, ſuperſtition, vulgar error, and 
inveterate prejudice, he could expect little 
more than to adopt the complaint in If. 
xIix. 4. I have laboured in vam, I have 
ſpent my ſtrength for 99 5 and in vain.— 

ut when he looks Higher, and recollects 
by whoſe power and providence it was, that | 
thoſe very truths of {cripture, for maintain- f 
in 8 of which Wielt oe D dense g + Bucer s 
| books, ; 
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+ 1 7 died at Canibridge ar anno 1557, and was 
* ied with the higheſt” ſolemnities that een 
6 eviſed. 


18 } 

Boobs, were publicly and ignominiouſly 
burnt, and hundreds of the wiſeſt and 
beſt of men were committed to the flames, 
are now the ſfandards of our national faith 
—when he recollects, that being a &gamiſt, 
or twice ſucceſſively. to be married, was 
once infamous, but now Honourable. that 
for a clergyman to marry at all was, a little 
more than two hundred years ago, felony* 
both in the man and wife—but that now 


the truth of ſcripture prevails, and mar- 


riage is honourable in ALL—when he 


reflects 


deviſed. In 1557 his body was dug up, and burnt, 
together with that of Fagius, for ee the 
very churches, where they had been buried, laid 
under an interdift. ! e 
Another proof this, of the wiſdom and ftability of 
HUMAN OPINION { DE . 
See Burnet Hiſt. Ref. vol. ii. 163, 345. 


” 


| * The words of this moſt horrible law, 31 H. VIII. | 


c. 14. are“ or any man which is or hath been 
« 'a prie/t, do carnally uſe any woman, to whom 


<he is or hath been married, or with whom he 
« hath contracted matrimony, or openly be con- 


< yerſant or familiar with ay ſuch woman, both 
ce the man and the woman ſhal | 
Let us ſuppoſe a prieſt indicted on this ſtatute 


he is arraigned, and pleads not guilty. In the courſe. 
of the trial it comes out, that the woman in queſ- 
tion is a common Harlot; his intimacy with her is 
proved, but no marriage. He muſt be acquitted. —So 


if the woman was proved to be only the wife of another 
man. Here whoredom or adultery, fairly proved, 
haye deſtroyed it. 
N On 
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be adjudged felons.” - 


yould; have ſaved the man's life marriage would 
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reflects that © if any taught their chil-⸗ 
„ dren the Lornp's Prayer —the Ten 
Commandment and Apoſtles Creed, in 
the vulgar tongue, it was crime enough 
to bring them to the Bate, as it did 
1 fx men and a woman at Pape nts in the 
« paſſion week, 1 9 (ee Burnet 
Hiſt,” Ref. vol. i. p. 31. )—but that 
now, on the baptiſm wy ur children, a 
ſolemn charge is given to the ſporiſors, 
| that—* they chiefly provide that the 

te ehildren may learn the Creed the 
* Lonp's Prayer and the Ten Command- 
© ments, in the vulgar tongue“ —1I ſay, 
when the author reflects on theſè and 
many other inſtances of the like kind, he 
owns Himſelf inclined to N the advice 


en: 


"On the kane atluliples, 10 us e to an 
Indi cment for bigamy on 1 Jac. c. 11. Where the 
os ; peceadillos of whoredam or adultery would equally | 

befriend the priſoner. L 

Then let us aſk Sies / much 10567, or 
nr gonformahle to Gop's law, this is than the other? 
; is ge has learned to look upon the fe of 
the ve laws with indignation, 91520 abhor | 
As no dbubt future ages, if the world grows Dies | 
it grows-dlder, will look upon the end. 

Be it remembered, that, in bot Ou. he man 
is indicted, as a 3 offender—his, 7 put; Mk 
Jeapardy for ſuppoſec crimes, which the druine - law 
no where condemns—and that his 115 1 is fäved, 


en having committed one or other of hat are/eg- 


p by the — elai 
e ergy 1 Fon el. 181 10 Ts 


1 
of the wiſeſt of the ſons of men Ecel. 
xi. 1.—Caſt thy bread upon the waters, for 
thou ſhalt find it after many days ;—and not 
co be without hope that a day may come 
hen adultery—which, though it be 
the moſt malignant ſpecies of robbery, does 
not amount with us to the guilt of a petty 
larcen will become terrible even to think 
of, much more ſo to perpetrate, when 
men cannot indulge their gallantry but at 
the peril of their lives. A time may alſo 
come, when ſeduction, proſtitution, and 
the ruin of the weaker ſex, ſhall be put a 
ſtop to, by our adopting the falutary pro- 
viſions of the divine law when child-mur- 
der, female ſuicide, and all the other diſ- 
mal effects of men's villainy, falſhood, 
and treachery, ſhall be prevented - hen 
fear and ſbame ſhall no longer be the con- 
comitants of God's own ordinance, but the 
magiſtrate, as in Mael, be armed with a 
ſufficient power to enforce a public recog- 
nition of it: — then will marriage be pro- 
moted — population increaſed — Gop ho- 
houred—millions ſaved from deſtruction! 
To recommend all this is the pur- 
pole of theſe pages.—As for the Au- 
thor—Modo bec tibi, lector Chriſtiane, 
ui „nt, quemvis aut borem fingita.— All 


not to be wiſunderſtood. He therefore 


deſires 
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deſires to conclude, with explaining him- 
ſelf, as to thoſe ERRORS, which ap- 
pear to him to reſult from the preſen uh 

fem of things, and which, therefore, he 
would wiſh to be rectified in the 1 


henſions of po" | | : 1 


That the Gop ag Chtthron _ all 
thin s is not the /o/e legiſlative er, 
cig reſpect to he — 1 actions of His 
reaſonable creatures, as they relate to . 
rr. — Therefore, 

2. 

That the laws, cuſtoms, nd caveattionns 
of men, are to ſuperſede, and ſet aſide, 
the obligations of the divine aw. 5 ph 
fore, © fr 

That marriage 1s not that which Gop's 
law makes it, but that which has been 
eſtabliſhed by the authority of the church 
of Rome — adopted by Profefiants—and 
confirmed by act of er arora e 
1851 oo 
5 N 10 

The feduftion, &c. of Onions « evrates no 

4 leg al obligation in the man to marry, or 
ww provide for them in any wiſe, unleſs 
an Human ceremony be performed: —on the 
contrary, they are to be reputed Ix Aa- 


MoU and, under hs temptations of, fear 
and 
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and ſhame, be reduced to the horrid and 
unnatural barbarity of either murdering 
their infants, in order to concealment, 
thus expoſing their own lives to: the 
hands of the public executioner—or, 
with the loſs of friends and reputation, 
be driven as vagabonds on the face of 
the earth, to ſeek a wretched main- 
tenance in common _ proſtitution, and 
thus incur all the conſequences of diſ- 
eaſe, miſery, ruin, and deftruCtion :— 
while the men, who are the guilty and 
inhuman authors of their calamities, 
are under no reſponſibility or obliga- 
tion whatſoever. 


The releafing and abſolving men from 
their prom iſes, vows, and even oaths, fo 
that no private contract of marriage, 
though © becoming matrimony by con- 
© ſummation” (ſee vol. 1. p. 30. 4 and 
vol. ii. p. 56.) ſhall be binding—to the 
great . — of Almighty Gop—in 
defiance of his laws—and to expoſing. 
numbers of the female ſex to ruin and de- 
Aruction. | And this by, LA gy 
6. 


Adding impediments, and laying Ef 

PRs in the way. of marriage, which 

WE! not warranted by the Law of Gop. 
Wet C 6:73:50 7-74 
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bo | of 
That e 8 a capital Ales 


by the law of Gop,.; ſubjects neither 


party to any indictment or proſecution 
whatſoever, in any of our courts of 
criminal judicature; and is. of leſs pe- 
nal conſequence to the guilty parties 
chan the . a ee 


11 being held no ped of divorce 3 | 
the bond of matrimony, without an ad of 
parliament, none but the rich can do 
themſelves juſtice, or be at liberty to re- 
ſort to that remedy, to which they are 
intitled by nature, reaſon, and ſcriptures 
—Therefore, 


It may be, and doubtleſs is, the fate 
of numbers of injured huſbands, either 
to cohabit with adulterous wives—or to 
be reduced to all the inconveniences and 
temptations of a fingle ftate, without be- 
ing able to help themſelves ; and at the 
ſame time to all the burdens and inconve- 


nientes of a married ſtate, yet unavoidably 


deprived of all the comforts of it to the 

grieyous and irremedighle diſtreſs of the: 

4 wag IOW ZE Tv Taro! 10 nelly, 
10. 

That bed is et the- 1 of 

| 05 


0 389 ] 


Gop—or, © though allowed to the Fews 
« under the /aw—yet is in 10 caſe 
e Jawful to Chriftians under the goſpel.” 
By dur law it is totally and indiſcrimi- 
nately prohibited, on pain of death.— 
Hence it follows, that inen who are 
once married, though deprived utterly 
of the ends and henefits of marriage, by 
barrenneſs, diſtemper of mind, or | diſeaſe 
of body, in their wives —or unavoidably 
compelled to ſeparation, by the moſt rea- 
ſonable and juſtifiable cauſes - muſt be 
content to ſubmit to all the inconveni- 
ences of celibac) — whether it be to the 
ertinctian of their families, which is one 
means of depopulation, or, the being ex- 
poſed to all the temptations to vice 
which attend an unmarried ſtate, and 
to all their dreadful conſequences, ra- 
ther than break through the laws which 
men have impoſed on them, by uſing the 
remedy to which they are intitled by the 
law of Gop.” See before, p. 19 3 n. | 


- Theſe, 2 many othet conſequences 5 
of! oür preſent ſyſtem which regards the 
commerce of the ſexes, equally dangerous 
tõ the peace, happineſs, eomfort, and 
welfare of ſociety, as well as deſtructive, 

more eſpecially to the weaker ſex, and 
diſhotiourable to the government of the 
0 O 3 world, 
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world, 45 eſtabliſhed by the divine TLegiſa- | 
for at Mount Sinai, are what, from viſi- 
ble and daily proofs, the author appre- 
hends, call loudly for reformation. fie 
on the hg of that wiſe, holy, uniform, 
and conſiſtent f yitem of moral govern- 
ment, which was not made for the righte- 
cus, (i. "I for man in a ſtate of i innocence 
and perfection) but for the lawleſs and 
diſobedient, &c. (1 Tim. i. 0+). Jo; &: for 
mankind in a fallen and corrupted 
ſtate—and therefore neceſſarily contain- 


ing many Pglitive precepts, which are 


_ wiſely contrived to obviate the fad 
conſequences of thoſe evils, which, in 


a ſtate of innocence and perfection, could 
not have exiſted. 


To point out theſe defects to ſet 
forth their remedy on the evidence of 
DIVINE REVELATION—to recommend 
the whole to the moſt ſerious conſi- 
deration of all men, but more eſpeci- 
ally to the /egiflative powers—is the au- 
thor's real deſign. _ 

How this has been executed, is left 


| to the reader to determine. 


As for favour, the author 72 none. 
—If what he hath written be contrary 
to the Jaw of Gop—he deſerves it not 
If, on the CONtrArFs what hath been 
„ ſubmitted 
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ſubmitted to the reader, be agrecable 
to the divine LAW and TESTIMON Y 
the author puts himſelf entirely out of 
the queſtion; and as for critics, cavil- 
lers, objeftors, and diſputers of this world 
— whether. they be of the ſect of the. 
SADDUCEES, who ſay there is no reſur-' 
rection, neither angel nor ſpirit—or of 
the ſect of the PHARISEES, Who con- 

Jet. both but prefer tradition to ie 


ture — 


Nuid curet Lids latratus canum ? 


Which, if the reader pleaſes, ; FA (mk 
thus paraphraſe— 7 


Pl when, with radiant i the Moon, 
In her full orb, aſcends her higheſt noon, 
The bark of do! ss and howl of wolves, in vain” 
Inſult the glories of her peerleſs reign : | 
Thus, beaming forth from ScxreTurE's holy page, 
Tho' ſcoffers cavil and oppoſers rage, 

Fix'd in its ſacred orb, THE "TRUTH will ſhine, 
Ever be GLORIOUS—ever be DIVINE 


I conclude the whole, with recom- 
mending to the reader's ſerious recol- 
lection and meditation, that moſt ſo- 
lemn, moſt noble, and moſt ſublime 
teſtimony, which Mosts, THE MAN OF 
op, under the immediate N 8 
of the Hor v SPIRIT, bare to the ho- 

EET lineſs 


d 


3 
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lineſs, perfection, purity, and tranſcen- 


dent excellency of the Law oF cl 
van. 


Dur. iv. 5. &c. 3 
Behold, I have taught you Patutes and 


Judgments, even as the LokD my GOD 


commanded "me, "that ye © ſhould do fo in 


the land vbitber ye go to poſſeſs it. 
Keep, therefore, and do them; for this 


15 your wiſdom and your under flanding 
in the fight of the nations: , which ſpall 


hear ALL THESE STATUTES, and ſay, 
Surely this great nation is a. wiſe and 
underſtanding people. For what nation 18 


© there ſo great, who hath a Gov | 


nigh unto them, as THE LoRD OUR 
Gon ts, in all things that We call upon 
Him for? And what nation is there, ſo 
great, that hath STATUTES AND Jupg- 
MENTS SO RIGHTEOUS, as ALL. THIS 


Law which I ow . * this e ae 


Ly wE J 
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A PPE N D L X. N EX 
Referred to > vol. Tidy Aa I 11. A 
In which the 8 of Nau ben 
TN more Particularly. conſidered... AL 


8 1 ſhould be ſorry to "he =] 
& myſelf, ſo I ſhould 'be. . equally 
anxious not to miſlead others, with reſpec 
to any ſcripture quoted, referred hy - 
explained in the foregoing pages, and 0 
many of which have been employed to 
is ove that polygamy is neither againſt any 
given before the Sinai-covenant, 
Spain} any law then delivered; conſe- 
quently, is not /inful—for /in is not imputed. 
where there is no law—and where there is to 
law there 1 is 10  tranſgreſſion on. Rom. v. 1 3. 
1 T's | + | 
As a nnd of Gop's own ſentiments 
on the matter, I have produced the ſtrik- 
ing inſtance of Elkanah the Levite, and 
his to wives, Peninnab and Hannab; and 
by conſiderin Hannah as taken after, 


and in the life-time of Peninnab, have 


drawn arguments, which appear to me 

concluſive, with regard to the main pane, 

iz, that if lh was a tranſgrefſion x 
2 


£ 2 
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of the original inſtitution of marriage—of 
the ſeventh commandment—or of any other 
Pofettve law of God, it is highly unrea- 
ſonable and abſurd to ſuppoſe, that Gop 
ſhould ſo fignally  5/z/s, and own it as 
lawful, in ſo many inſtances, and parti- 
extarly in that of Hannah, —But I find it 
is an uſual. opinion, and that ſeveral com- 
entators-rather-teem to embrace it, that 
Peninnab was the ſecond wife, and Hannah 
the fir/t'; 1 have the more earneſtly and 
more diligently examined the whole paſ- 
fage, as willing to retract what I have 
faid if it be @/e, as to abide by it if it 
The ground on which the opinion 
that Hannab was the frf wife is built, 
is a very uncertain one, vix. that ſhe 7s 
„* named fit. 1 Sam. i. 2. But the 


* The Hebrew words. ryονπν e - though they 
may be rendered fiſt and ſecond, yet are ſo fre- 
quently uſed for one and the other (as in our tranſ- 
lation] that nothing concluſive can be gathered 
from them in this place. See Exod. i. 15. Numb. 
Xi. 26. Ruth i. 4. 2 Sam. iv. 2. The beſt way of 
conſidering the matter, is to advert to the whole of 
the following context; in which it appears, from 
many eircumſtances, that Hannah was the ſecond 
And indeed there is a very natural and obvious 
reaſon why Hannah, though the ſecend- taken 
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very next Entence futniſhes us with juſt 1 
as good a reaſon for ſuppoſing Hannah. 
was the ſecond, for there Peninnab ſtands 
firſt — And Peninnab had children, but 
Hannah had no children :—and the reaſon; 
ſtill 178 80 75 ſtronger for ſuppoſing Pe- 
ninnah to be firſt, ver. 4. for there ſhe is 
not only mentioned fin, but has the pre- 
cedency of a t wife given her by her 
huſband Elkenah, who ſerved her rf of 


the peace-offerings :—And when the time a 
was come that Elkanab'offered, he gave to 


Peninnab his wife, and to all ber ſons and 


daughters, portions; but to Hannah he gave 


a more worthy pe ortion, for he loved Hannab ; 
i. e. ſhe was his favourite, as Rachel was 


Facod's, Gen, xxix. 30. The cuſtom of 


placing the eldeſt firſ# was very antient, as 
we find, Gen. xliii. 33. And they ſet be- 


fore him, the eldeſt NOS to bis birth= 


| ſhould yet be named .firft in the beginning of the | 
e Becaliſe the ſubſequent parts of it principally 
relate to her and her ſon Samuel. 

For a like reaſon we may ſuppoſe Shem to be men- 
tioned firſt of the ſons of Noah—Gen. x. 1. though 
not the eldeſt, Shem and his deſcendents being the 
LS ſub ject of the ſacred hiſtory. © 
ofes is commonly placed before Aaron 
fe three years younger) whereſoever they are 


named en Moſes "PS the principal perſon 
treated of. | 


right, 


Lak I 


right, and the youngeſt according to his 
youth—and he took and ſent meſſes to them 
From before bim; but Benjamin s was five 
times as much as any of theirs. Benjamin 
was diſtinguiſhed as the favourite of his 
brother Foſeph, tho younger than all the 
reſt; ſo was 2 the youngeſt or 
afi ofter-taken wi „ diſtinguiſhed as the 12 
vourite of Manab, and though, 
youngeſt, helped after Peninnah, and "on 
ent and daughters, yet had a larger ſhare, 
or, as it is mentioned in the margin, a 
double portion. This is our tranſlation ; 
but the words do Y 5 literally 
ſignify—“ 4 piece, part, or portion of the 
roaſted meat —ſome more choice part, we 
may ſu ppoſe, which he had reſerved for her. 
Elkanah's love, and preference of Hannah 
in his affections, would hardly have ſuf- 
fered him to place her after Peninnab, if 
Hannab had not been the youngeſt and 
after-taken wife; any more than To/c eps 
affection to Benjamin would have ſuffered | 
him to have lien : him below the reſt 
of his brethren, had it not been againſt | 
alt rule to have done otherwiſe. 1 1 
But if we look more deeply into this” 
ſcripture, we may gather 1 from Hannah's 
eng, chap. ii. 1—10, a certain proof 
that Honnah was the or wife, Tho... 
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- fong itſelf is evidently prophetical, it treats 
upon the ſame ſubject as that of the Vir- 
gin Mary, which is recorded Luke i. 
46— 54 and theſe #200 wves of. Elkanah, 
are ſpoken of as typical of what ſhould. 
come to paſs in the latter days, when the 
| Fes, the elder profeſſing people of Gop,. 
and who brought forth profeſſing children, 
ſhould 3 barren, and the poor barren 
Gentiles become fruitful. Hannah fays,. 
chap. ii. 5. The barren hath borne ſeven, 
and ſhe that bath many children is waxed. 
| feeble. A clear prophecy. of the rejection 
of the Fews, and the calling of the Gen- 
tiles, the former typified by Peninnab, and 
the latter by Hannah. So If. liv. 1.—al-. 
luding to the ſame intereſting and wonder=- 
ful events—ſays, Sing, O barren, thou that.. 
4 not bear; break forth into ſinging, and 
aloud, thou that didft not travail with. 
W177 for more are the children of the deſon . 
5 than the children of the married wife, . 
faith. the Lord. In this view of the 
matter, Hannab muſt certainly be the 
ſecond wie, as the Gentiles were called 

ſabſequently to the Fews,, or elſe, the 
whole fimilitude of this prophetical tranſ- 
action, as to the fulfilment of it, in the \ 
rejection of the Fews, and calling. of the 

Gentiles, is deſtroyed at once, | 


* 8 


I 
For all theſe reaſons, it is ſurely mani- 
feſt, that Peninnab, who was a figure of 
the Fews, was the fſirſt- taten wife, and 


that Hannah, who was a figure of the 


Gentile church, was the ſecond in point of 
time. Nor is it likely that E/kanah, hav- 
ing a wife whom he liked better, ſhould. 
take another he liked worſe. —The contrary 
is very probable, nt HAT 


That Hannah ſhould delay her anxious 
requeſts for a child, till after a ſecond 


wife had been taken by her huſband, and 
. 


ters * grown up, is inconceivable; but that 


Peninnab, the firſt wife, who had left off 


breeding (ſee chap. ii. 5, latter part)—full 
of rage, and jealouſy, and indignation, 
from obſerving, E/tanah's partiality to an 


after-taken wife—ſhould becomeher bitter 


adverſary—ſay every thing to vex her, 


with bitter taunts upon the ſubject of her 


Buy ver. 4, where it is ſaid, that, when the time 
was that Elkanah offered, he gave to Peninnah his 
wife, and to ALL her ſons and daughters, portions — 
it ſhould. appear that Peninnab had brought him many 
children. rk. Chap. ii. 5. — Their being grown 
up, may be gathered from their attendance on the 
tabernacle, and partaking of the ſacrifices, and this 
for ſeveral years together, as may be gathered from 
ver. 7. — And as be did ſo- 0 mw— Anno in anno. 
Mont. Annuatim. Pagn. Year by year. Eng. Tranſ. 


1 3 .⸗arrenneſ. 


1 

barrenneſs (which was reckoned a matter 
of , diſgrace among the Fewi/h women} 
and thus aMid and grieve her, till, in 
the ſorrow, grief, and anguiſh of her ſpirit, 
ſhe prayed earneſtly to have her reproach 
taken away (ſee Gen. xxx, 23.) is ſurely 
the plain, obvious, natural ſenſe of the 
hiſtory, Something. like this may be 
ſuppoſed to have happened between Leah 
= Rachel, Gen. xxx. 15, 22, 23. 

But let us ſuppoſe, for arguments "ſake, 
what, for the reaſons. above mentioned. 
can never be allowed, that Hannah was 
the elder wife, ſtill the hiſtory affords a 
very concluſive proof that polygamy is no 
tranſgrefſion of any law of Gop, t erefore 
no fin. Elkanah was a Levite, who came 
5 up 70 wor ſhip. and facri ce t tie Lon! D, 
probably peace-offerings, which were wont 
to accompany others at the great fe e/trvals, 
all of which—except the fat, which was . 
- burnt u on the altar, and the breaft and 

75 is * which belonged to zhe 

efts—belonged to him that offered them; 
. — the reſt oy facrificer made a feaſt ® 
for himſelf, his family, and friends, giving 
to every one a portion of the ſacrifice.— 
But no one could offer, 0 or 9 upon the 


| 0 Deut. xii, 12. xvi. 11. 2 Sam. vi. 18, 19. 
ſacrifices, 


muſt have become o 
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facrifices, unleſs he was chat, on pain of 
being cut from his people. Lev. vii. 
20, 21. Hence we hear Saul accounting 
for David's abſence from the feaft, on the 
offerings at the new moon. 1 Sam. xx. 26. 
The touch of any thing that was unclean, 
or having ſome bodily diſorder upon him, 
ſuch as the /epro/y, and the like, rendered 
a man unclean, ſo that he could neither 
offer, or feaſt upon the 0 af eringe. But what 
that man, whoſe 
moral uncleanneſs muſt have been what 
Elkanah' s Was, if he could be deemed to 
live in adultety ? for that he certainly 
did, if polygamy was a fin againſt the ſe- 
venth dent. Could he have come 
up, ear after year, to worſhip and to 
ſacrifice to-Jenovan, under ſuch a ſtate 
of moral defilement and uncleanneſs ? 
Could he have found bleſſing and accept- 
ace, while 1 in the ſink of moral filth and 
pollution ? Hophni and Phineas, Elis 
two ſons, were both cut off in one 
day, for the abuſe of the offerings of 
Go, and for their uncleanneſs, 1 Sam. ii. 
17, 22, 34; but E/tanah remains in his, 
accepted of Gor, and happy in being 
bleſſed with a /n (and fuch a jon as Sa- 
muel} by miracle. Again, what was Pe- 
ninnab 4 a partaker, a partner, in El/ka- 


nah's 


- L 401 ] 
nab's iniquity, if their marriage was un- 
lawful. - What were the ſons and daugh- 
ters who were born of Peninnab, under 
a forbidden marriage? Baſtards. —There- 
fore Peninnab's eating of the ' ſacrifices, 
as well as her children s, were abſolutely 
forbidden things. Even the hire F an 
. whore was forbidden to be brought into 
the' bouſe of the Lok D. Deut. xxiii. 18. 
how much more the per/on of an adul- 
tereſs? and as for a baftard, or one born 
of her who was with child by whoredom, 
he was not even to enter into the congrega- 
tion of the LorD, even to his tenth gene- 
ration. Deut. xxiii. 2. How then could 
 Hlhanah  himſelf—how could Peninnab 
(ſuppoſing. her the fecond wife) —how' 
could th children born of theſs parents, 
go to the houſe of the LoRD in Shilo— 
Jeaft: upon the ſacriſices, and return in peace, 
with Bon 's bleſſing and acceptance, unleſs 
the ſecond marriage was as lawful in Gop's 
_ fight as the i, and no more than thut, 
an offence againſt Gop's law ? In what- 
ever view we take this chapter, it proves; 
that neither the wordt of the primary in- 
Aitution, nor thoſe of any ſubſoguent com- 
mandment, prohibited polygamy; for if 
they had, theſe: things reſpecting Eltas 
nah Peninnab, and their chllaren, could 
TY Vo. II. 24 not 
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not have been as they were, conſiſtently 
with the ſeripture- character of that nor 
Gop, be 4s of purer qyes than to behold 
evil, or to hook on iniguity. Hab. i. 13. 

Here I might once more mention the 
caſe of Solomon, the ſon of David by 
Bathſbeba, whom David, having other 
wives before, tool to wife after the de- 
ceaſe of Uriab. The lau, which poſitively 
excluded ba/tards,. or thoſe, born out of 
lawful wedlock, from tbe congregation of 
the LoRD, even unta the tenth generation, 


(Deut. xxiit. 2.) is wholly inconſiſtent 


with Solomon's being employed to, build 
God's temple—being: the mouth of the peo- 


ple to Gop in prayer—and offering ſacri- 
fices in the temple at its 1 nleſs 


David's marriage with Bathſbaba was a 


lawful marriage—Solomon the lawful iſſue 
of that marriage—conſequently polygamy 


no ſin, either againſt the 1 inſtitu- 


tian of marriage, or againſt the /eventh 
commandment.—But fo far fr rom Solomon's 


being under any legal diſqualification 


from the lau above- mentioned —he is ap- 


pointed ) Gop himſelf to build the temple, 
1 Kings viii. 19. His prayer Fs. Heard. 
and the houſe is hallowed, Chap. ix. 3. and 


filled with fuch glory, that the prigis coul net 
fand to miniſter, e viii. 11. Solaman, 


therefore, 


E 

therefore, as well as Samuel, ſtand as 
demonſtrable proof, that a child berg | 
under the circumſtance of folyganty is no 
baſtard — Gov Himſelf being he judge, 

whoſe judgment is according to truth. 
A more ſtriking inſtance of Gop's 
thoughts, on the total difference“ between 
polygamy and adultery, does not meet us 
any where with more force and clearneſs, 
in any part of the /acred hiftory, than in 
the account which is given us of David 
and Bathſbeba, and their ſue. 
When David took Bathſheba, ſhe was 
_ another's wojfe—the child which he begat 
upon her in that ſituation was begotten 
in adultery — and the thing which David 
had done diſpleaſed the LoRD, 2 Sam. xi. 27. 
And what was the conſequence? We are 
told, 2 Sam. xii. 1. The LoRD ſent Na- 
chan {the prophet ) unto David. Nathan 
opened his commiſſion with a moſt beau- 
tiful parable, deſcriptive of David's 
crime; this parable the Fe applies 
to the conviction of the delinquent, ſets 
it home upon bir conſcience, brings him 
to repemance, and the poor le finds 
merces life is ſpared, ver. 13. Vet 
Gop will vindicate the honour of His 
moral government, and that in the moſt 
awful” ang murder of Uriah is 


* See alſo vol. i. p. 280—2. 
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own houſe. © 


[ 404 ] 
to be viſited upon David and his houſe—- 
The | ſword. ſhall. never depart from thine 
houſe, ver. 10. The, adultery with Bath- 
ſheba was to be retaliated in the moſt ag- 
gravated manner — Becauſe . thou haſt de- 


Jpiſed me, and haſt taken the wife of Uriah 


the Hittite to be thy wife—Thus ſaith the 
Lord, I will raife up evil againſt thee out of 
thine own. houſe—and I will take thy wives 
and give them unto thy neighbour before thine 
eyes—and he ſhall lie with thy wives in fight 

. N 


God's taking and giving David's wives to Ab- 
ſalom, is to be underſtood in a very different ſenſe 
from His giving the deceaſed Saul's wives into Da- 
vid's boſom, ver. 8. This laſt is peculiarly men- 
tioned as a favour done to David, and therefore 
ſpoken of as an ingredient to heighten his ingrati- 
tude in taking the wife of Uriab—the other was 
threatened as a judgment, and permitted, as many 
other evils are, in a courſe of providence, as a fore 
puniſhment on David for what he had done. But 
Abſalom was nevertheleſs guilty of adultery and in- 
ceſt, in taking his father's wives and lying with them, 
and is no more excuſable, than he was in drawing 
his ſword in rebellion againſt his father, becauſe this, 
as the other, was 4 fulfilment of Gop's threatening 
ver. 11. I will raiſe up evil againſt thee out of thine 


So when it is ſaid — Exel. xx. 25.—1 gave ibem 
AHatutes that were not good, and judgments whereby 


they ſhould not live; and ] polluted them in their: own 


gifts, &c. it appears from ver. 24, where the rea- 
ſons of this are ſet down, that all was in a way of 
Judgment for their departure from the fatutes of IE- 
HOVAH. Hherefore—GoD left them to — the 
55 eceit 
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of this fun—for thou didſt it ſecretly, but I 
will do this hing before all Ißrael, 8 be- 
ore the ſun. All this was ſhortly fulfilled 
in the rebellion and "inceſt of Abſalam, 
chap. xvi. 21; 22. And this was done 
in a way of judgment on David, for taking 
and defiling the wife of Uriab, and was 
included in the cure threatened, Deut. 
XXviii. 30. te "thier een of Gop' $ 
laws. N ; 
As to the illue of Davids 8 ig dees 
commerce with Bathſbeba, it is written 
2 Sam. xii. 15.— Te Lok p. ftruck the child 
which Uriah bare unto David, and it was 
very fick. What a dreadful ſcourge this 
was to David, who could not but read 
his crime in his puniſbment, the following 
verſes. declare; wherein we find David 
almoſt frantic with grief: however he 
child's fickneſs was unto death, for, ver. 18, 
. the ſeventh day the child died. 
Nous let us ne a view of David's act 


Rat of: Air own aa tha conſequence of 
which may be deſcribed, Pf. cvi. 39. Thus were 
they defiled in their own rifts, and went a whoring 
with their own inventions. As if Gop had ſaid— 1 
gave them that is I permitted them ta follow—ſuch 
« ſtatutes and (uy ts, as a judgment on their departure 
from Mx. eas Letters to M. de VoLTAIRE, 
vol. i. p. 339-341. a n ſenſible ſolution of 
this paſſage of Ezekiel, 

+ For the tragical ſtory of 3 ſee 2 dam. xiii. 


throughout. 8 
D d 1 of 
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of polygamy, when, after Uriab's death, 
he added  Bathſheba to his other wives, 
ver. 24, 25. And David comforted Bath- 
ſheba his wife, and went in unto ber, and lay 
wil Ber, and ſhe bare a ſon, and he called bis 
name (mob) Selomob (that maketh peace 
and reconciliation or recompence and the 
Lord loved bim. Again, we find Nathan, 
who had been ſent on the former occaſion, 
ſent alſo on this, but with a very different 
meſſage And He (the Lox D) ſent by the 
hand of Nathan the prophet, and He called 
bis name JEDIDIAH (DILECTUs DOMINI 
— beloved of the Lox D) becauſe of the LoRD 
Li. e. becauſe of the favour Gop had 
towards him, ver. 24. | 


Leet any read onward through the whole | 


hiſtory of Solomon let them conſider the 
inſtances of Gop's peculiar favour towards 
him already mentioned, and the many 
others, that are to be found in the account 
we have of him let them compare God's 
dealings with the unhappy iſſue of David's 
adultery, and this happy offspring of his 
folygamy—and if the allowance and appro- 
Hation of the latter, doth not as clearly ap- 
Pear, as the condemnation and puniſhment of 
the former, ſurely all diſtinction and dif- 
ference muſt be at an end, and the ſcripture 
itſelf loſe the force of it's own evidence. 


AE 
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AV1 NC G mentioned Nurse 
note e e. on Grotius de jure, lib. 
11. c. v. ſect. 9.—in which the latter is 
bs repreſented as having changed his opi- 
nion, with regard to a new law of 
CuHRIsT on the ſubject of polygamy —l 
was much inclined- to examine farther 
into this matter, and therefore procured 
Barbeyrac's French tranſlation of Grotius 
de Fare, with the French annotations, 
to which Barbeyrac refers in the above 
note, imagining that I might there 
meet with a more ample account of 
the matter. 

On ſearching the notes of this learned 
Frenchman on his tranſlation of Grotius 
de Jure, I find abundant proof of a 


very great change of ſentiment in that f 
great man. 5 


De! 1m 


6 ) 

I will lay this before the reader in the 
very words of Barbeyrac ; whoſe proofs 
are inconteſtible, becauſe taken from 
the writings of Grotius himſelf. 
The firſt paſſage which I would men- 

tion, is, Barbeyrac's note on Grot. de 
Jure, liv. ii. c. v. ſect. 9. No. 7. which, 
as far as it relates to this matter, ſtands 
thus. 1 855 | . 

* Pour eclaircir la matiére, & pour 
.*© ſavoir en meme tems ce que penſait 
* ndtre auteur depuis la premiere édi- 
« tion de cet ouvrage, ou il ne fit ne- 
< anmoins aucun changement dans cet 
© endroit; il eſt bon d' ajouter ici quel- 
* ques unes des reflexions que l'on 
trouve dans ſon commentaire ſur le 
Mou veau Teſtament, Matt. v. 32. II 
„ temarque donc d'abord, que notre 
Seigneur JEsus CHRIsT ne pretend 
point, dans ce paſſage, non plus que 
dans tout le reſte de ſon diſcours fait 
«© ſur la montagne, abolir aucune par- 
* tie de la loi de Moiſe, il veut ſeule- 
.« ment montrer de quelle maniere, 
& en quel cas un homme: de- bien 
“peut profiter de la permiſſion du d- 
vorce accordee par un des reglemens 
«« politiques de cette loi, qui ſubfiſtoit 
* encore dans le tems qu'il parloit. II 

VV l 


.CC 
66: 

6c 
6c 


4 6 


Sc 
«cc 


46 


$6 


© /eph en uſa à lVegard de Marie, dans 


66 
ce 
464 
ot 
£6 


c 


c 


cc 
60 
| 6 
cc 
$C 
46 


1 499 ] 
'ne s'agit point par conſequent d'une 
cauſe de divorce portee devant les juges: 


car, outre qu'un mari, qui vouloit re- 


pudier ſa femme, n'etoit point oblige, 
ſelon la loi, de le faire par voie de 
juſtice; lors qu'il accuſoit ſa femme 
d'adultére devant les juges, cela al- 
loit à la faire punir de mort, ſelon 
la loi, & non pas obtenir une diſſo- 
lution de marriage. 

Ainſi quand notre ſeigneur Ex is 
Vadultere, comme d'une juſte cauſe de 
divorce, il ſuppoſe ou un mari doux 
& clement, qui ne vouloit point faire 
punir fa femme, quelque coupable 
qu elle fut d'infidelite, comme o- 


le tems qu'il ne pouvoit encore ſavoir 
la cauſe miraculeuſe de ſa groſſeſſe; 


ou bien un mari, qui n'avoit pas de- 


quoi prouver en juſtice l'infidelitẽ de 


ſa femme, quoiqu il en fut perſuade, 


ou que mème il en eut des * 


indubitables pour lui.“ 
„To elucidate the matter, and to 


know at the ſame time what our au- 
thor. / Grotius ) thought ſince the firſt 
edition of this work {De FJure}—in 
which nevertheleſs he made no altera- 
tion of this paſſage—it is proper to 
add here ſome of the * which 

<6 we 
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«© we find in his notes on the New Teſ- 
tament, Matt. v. 32. He remarks then, 
firſt, that our LoxpJesuvs CurisT doth 
% not intend at all in this paſſage, 
* any more than in the whole of his 
*©:ſermon upon the mount, to “ aboliſh 
any part of the law of Moſes—he 
ah . — only to ſhew after what man- 
„ ner, and in what caſe, a good man 
might avail himſelf of the permiſſion 
% of divorce, which was granted by one 
* of the political regulations of that 
law which ſtill ſubſiſted at the time 
* he ſpake. The queſtion, conſequently, 
% was not concerning a cauſe of divorce 
** brought before the judges; for, be- 
* ſides 3 —ç — an huſband who would re- 

pudiate his wife was not obliged, 
«© according to the law, to do it in a 
* judicial way, it muſt be obſerved, 
that when he accuſed his wife of adul- 
*© tery before the judges, | that would 
* have tended to her being puniſhed 
* with death, according to the law, 
* and not to the NINE a diſſolu- 
*« tion of the marriage. 

«* Alſo, where our Lonp 8 of 


adultery as a juſt cauſe: of divorce, he 
* pute either a mild and kind huſ- 


* See before vol. i. p. 321—32. | 
10 « band, 


e 


4e band, who would not "Ou his wife 
* puniſhed, however guilty ſhe might 
«© be of infidelity——as Jqſepb acted with 
s reſpect to Mary at the time when he 
could not know the miraculous cauſe 
* of her pregnancy or elſe. an huſband 
«© who had not full legal proof of his 
«© wife's infidelity, though 555 was per- 

* ſuaded of it, or even had indubita- 
* ble proofs with reſpect to himſelf.” 

Then follows a long paſſage on the 
ſubject of divorce; after which, Bar- 
beyrac gives us Grotius's Wee on the 
latter part of the verſe, 

Pans les paroles ſuiyantes—& as 
qui epouſe la femme repudite, commet 
*© adultere—la loi de Moiſe ſubſiſtant en- 
© core, comme nous l'avons dit, il faut 
© entendre les paroles de Jesus CHRIS 
de celui qui epouſoit une femme. re- 
F< pudice, avant qu'on elit tents toutes 
les voies poſſibles de la reconculier 
avec ſon mari, comme I'Apotre, St. 
% Paul le -preſcrit, 1 Cor, vii. 11, ou 
© ce qui eſt encore pis, de ceux qui 
<« etant devenus amoureux des femmes 
e dautrui cherchoient à sen N 
„ par un divorce. | 
** Ceſt auſſi a cela que ſe rapporte ce 
** qui dit notre Seigneur, Matt. xix. 9. 


1 1 


cu il explique plus au long fa penſee. 


Celui qui repudiera ſa femme, ET EN 
EPOUSERA UNE AUTRE, &c. car & 


celui qui -epouſoit la femme repu- 
dice, empechoit par là qu'elle ne re- 


| tournat avec fon mari, qui n'auroit 


pd après cela la reprendre, quand il 
0 voulu; & le mari de la femme 
repudice, des-1\ qu'il en epouſoit une 


autre, donnoit' lieu de croire qu'il 


n'etoĩt point diſpoſe a reprendre la 


premiere, & ainſi il lui fourniſſoit oc- 


caſion, entant qu en lui etoit,. ou de 
8 abandonner A Vimpudicite, ou de 


s'engager avec un autre mari : car 


Ceſt ainſi qu'il faut entendre le terme 


' Roixara que Von traduit comme? adul- 
tere, mais qui doit fignifier la meme 


choſe que Toe woryaoda fait commet- 


tre adultere, dans Tautre paſſage pa- 


rallel du meme evangeliſte ; ; felon le 


ſtile des Hebreux qui attribuent a 
; e un directement, ce à quoi il 


onne occaſion par quelque action 
propre. Voiez. Rom. viii. 26. Gal. 


iv. 6. 
% Voila en ſubſtance ce que dit no- 


tre auteur dans ſes notes ſur le Nou- 
veau 7. eftament. D'ou il paroit, que 
ſes idees n'etoient pas tout-à-fait les 

«© memes, 


ve 


66 


cc 


66 
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memes, quand il compoſa Iouvrage 
que nous expliquons, quoiqu' il 


walt depuis rien Change. dans cet en- 
droit. | 


De tout ce que Ton, vient de voir, 


ce 
cc 
ce 
cc 
cc 
cc 
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cc 


il s'enſuit, que dans les paſſages, de 
l'evangile qu'il . cite ici en marge 
pour montrer que notre Seigneur IE- 
sus CyR1sT a defendu par une de 


ſes loix la polygamie, il ne s 'agit que 


du divorce; & cela par oppoſition 


aux fauſſes idées des Fuss, qui le croi- 


oĩent permis en conſcience pour quelque 
cauſe que ce fùt. Matt. xix. 2. 


* 


* Auſſi voyons nous que notre auteur 


cc 
te 
cc 
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dans ſon traite de la verite de la reli. 
gion Chretienne, publié pour la pre- 
miere fois en 1639, c'eſt à dire, en- 
viron deux ans avant ſes notes fur 


le Nouveau Teſlament; lorſqu'il parle 1 


du marriage d'un avec une, après a- 
voir dit, qu'il y en a peu 0 nations 
dans le paganiſme parmi eſquelles 
on ſe ſoit contente d'une femme, 
comme faiſoient les Germains & les 
Romains ; ajoute ſeulement, que les 
Chretiens ſuivent cette maniere de 
marriage, lib. ii. & 13. & dans les 
notes il ne cite aucun paſſage de le- 


vangile, mais ſeulement ces paroles 
"7 $y de 


— 
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« maitrefſe de ſon corps, mais fon nari; 
* de meme un mari n'e/t pus maitre de ſon 
% corps, mais ſa femme. Or, dans ſes 


«& de 1 Cor. vii. 4. Une Jemme eff pas 


* notes poſthumes fur les epitres, il 


% explique ces paroles conforniement a 
la ſuite du diſcours, comme n'em- 
portant autre choſe: que le droit qua 
une femme dexiger que fon mari ne 
« Tut refuſe point le devorr conjugal ; 
© parce que en vertu du marriage, elle 
entre avec lui dans une ſociete qui de- 
* mande Vufage reciproque de leurs 
* corps : Oux' &zoiater Bic eft, non habet 
jus plenum atque integrum; nam non vitæ 
tfantum, fed & corporum eft init a uo 


un. In re autem ſociali, nemo ſo- 


* ciorum jus plenum habet. 
Mais il n'enſuit point de là, qu'un 
mari ne puiſſe avoir plus d'une femme: 


* 
car les focietez ne ſe font pas tou- 
c 
ce 


jours ſur un pic egal. Ainſi ce n'eſt 
que par accommodation que notre 
auteur applique ici les paroles de St. 
Paul, & pour donner a entendre que les 
« Chretiens ont renonce à la 'Polygamie, 
plutot-pour ſuivre Veſprit & le genie 
* de Fevangile, qui porte à eviter ce 
* dont on peut abuſer facilement, que 
% pour obeir à une loi expreſſe de nd- 

5 tre 
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tre Seigneur, ou de ſes apdtres. - Voiez 


Mr. Te Clerc, Hiſt. Eccleſ. Prolegom. 
ſect. 3. c. iv. ſed. 5. num. 9. p. 162. 
Il n'y a nulle apparence que Jzsvs 


CHRIST at voulu obliger ceux qui 


avoient pluſieurs femmes, avant que 


de devenir ſes diſoiples, 2 les ren- 
voier toutes, hormis une.“ 

* In the words which —— 
he that marrieth her that is put away, 


committeth adultery— the law of Moſes 


yet ſubſiſting, as we have before ob- 
ſerved, we muſt underſtand the words 


cc 


of JesUs CHRIST to concern him 


who married a divorced woman, be- 
fore all poffible ways had been tri- 
ed to reconcile her to her huſband, 


as St. Paul preſcribes 1 Cor. vii. 11. 
or, what is worſe ſtill, of thoſe who 


having become fond of the wives of 


others, endeavoured to get * poſſeſſion 
of them by means of a divorce" in 


order to poſſeſs them. 


It is to this alſo, that What OUR 


cc 

cc 
cc 
cc 


 Lorp faith, Matt. xix. 9. relates, 


where he explains his meaning more 
fully — Mboſoever putteth away his 


a wifes and MARRIETH-ANOTHER, &c.; 


4 See. Oi vol i. p. 378, 379. c 
Or 
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9 FEE both he who married the divor- 
ced woman, hindered her by that 


means from returning to her huſband, 
«c 


who could not, after this, have ta- 
ken her if he would; and the huſ- 
band of the divorced wife, from the 
inſtant he married another woman, 
gave occafion to think, that he was 


woman; and thus he gave occaſion 
to her, as far as in him lay, either 


to abandon herſelf to lewdneſs, or 


to engage with another“ huſband. 
For it is thus we muſt underſtand 
the term poydra, which they tranſ- 
late—commtteth adultery, but which 
ought to ſignify the ſame as—rTa« 
uo cauſeth to commit adultery ; 


as in the parallel place of the ſame 


evangeliſt — (c. v. 32. — according to 


* the ſtyle of the ws; who at- 


tribute that to a perſon directly, 
which by any action of his own he 


is the occafion of. See Rom. viii. 26. 


+ Gal. iv. 6. 


cc 
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«This is the ſubſtance of what our 
author ſays in his notes on the New 
Teſtament : from whence it appears, 


* See before vol. i. 391, 393. 


e that 


„ 
n chat his ideas were not altogether the 
* ſame when he compoſed the work 
which we are now explaining, though 
© he has not ſince made any alteration 
ine OE DS RES. 
From all that we have been ob- 
6 ſerving, it follows, that in the paſ- 
« ſages. of the goſpel, which Grotius 
here cites in the margin, to ſhew 
«© that our SAvIOVR prohibited, by one 
of his laws, polygamy, the ſubje& 
*© was only concerning divorce; and 
4 that in oppoſition to the falſe no- 
tions of the Fews, who believed that 
nin conſcience it was permitted for any 
M0 — whatſoever. Matt. xix. 2. 
Let us obſerve alſo, that our au- 
4 thor, in his treatiſe of the truth of the 
„ Chriſtian Religion, firſt publiſhed in 
1639, that is to ſay, about two years 
after his notes on the New Teſtament, 
« ſpeaking of the marriage of one nan 
* bit h one woman, after having ſaid that 
e there were few heathen nations, a- 
©. mong which people contented them- 
* ſelves with one wie, as the Germans 
and Romans did, only adds, that the 
«© Chriſtians followed this manner of 
* marriage, lib. ii. ſe&. 13; and in the 
* notes he does not cite a ſingle paſ- 
TO th "> We * ſage 
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be has not 4 full and ent? 
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* ſage from the goſpel; but only theſs 
% words of 1 Cor. vii. 4. The wife 
% hath not power o, her own body, but 
«* 'zhe huſband + and likewiſe alſo the buf 
* band hath not power "of his own ibody, 
« "but the wife. But in his poſthumous 
notes on the Epiſtles, he explains theſe 
«© words conformably to the ſequel of 
the diſcourſe, as importing nothing 
s elſe but the right which a wife hath 
to require that her huſband ſhall» not 
4 refuſe her the con; jugal duty; becauſe, 


in vittue of the marriage, ſhe enters 
« with him into a ſociety which de- 
% mands the reciprocal ufe of their bo- 


dies. Ob kEEciadel, here ſignifies“ 


4% for 4 communion, not ' of "life only, but 
«of their bodies alſo, is entered into. 
« However, in a matter of partner ſtip, 


neither the partive baue 4 full 


66: right. 
* But it doth not follow from thence, 


e that a man can have but one wife; for 


*: partnerſhips are not always made upon 


4 an equal footing. So that it is only 


* hy way of accommodation tliat our Au- 
rber applies theſe words of Sr. Paul, 
und to give us to underſtand, chat 


Joer Ergen, tenounded "polygamy, er 


© to 


8 1 419 ] 
* to follow the ſpirit “ and genius of 
« the goſpel, which carries us to avoid 
« what may be eaſily abuſed, than to 
© obey any expreſs law of ouR LORD 
« or of his Apoſtles, See Le Clerc Hiſt 
Eccleſ. Prolegom. ſe. 3. c. iv. ſect. 5. 
*& numb. ix. p. 162. There is no ap- 
pearance that Jxsus CHRIST had any 
« intention to oblige thoſe who had ſe- 
e veral wives, before they could become 
e“ his diſciples, to ſend away all but 


* 


c 


A 


2 
* by 


> 


- Barbeyrac, 


*The © ſpirit and genius of the goſpel, as far 

as it relates to the {por and temper of its profeſſors, 
ſpeaks thus by the Prophet Iſaiab, chap. ii. 11. The 
lofty Iooks of man ſhall be humbled, and the haughtineſs 
of men ſhall be bowed down, and the LoRD alone 
all be exalted in that day. Comp. ver. 17: and 
I , n 8 
Thhis, in the very early days of Chriſtianity, ſeems 
to have been forgotten, and, inſtead of exalting Je- 
 hovah, by making His PURE AND PERFECT LAW 
(Pf. xix. 7—11.) the holy directory of their obe- 
_ dience, the Chriſtians (as has been before obſerved) 
ſat about inventing ſchemes of devotion and prety, not 
only inconſiſtent with; but oppoſite to, the DIVINE 
LAw—they detached the New Te/tament from the Old, 
and ran into as much folly and extravagance, as, 
before the end of the fi century, branched.them- 
ſelves out into thoſe Hereſies, which, in one H or 


* 


other, have been the diſgrace of the church: 


4 


- 


- 
*. 
alles 


ſince. If we look onward to the end of the f- 
cond century, we may ſay of the heretics, and 


their herefies, as is ſaid of the men which aroſe 
| Ec 
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1 
Barbeyrac, in another part of the French 
notes on his tranſlation of Grat. de Jure — 
viz. Liv. i. c. I. ſect. 1 5. n. 3.—expreſſes 
himſelf thus _ EY DOSES 

* Quand Moiſe dit que I homme guit- 
tera ſon pere & ſa mere, pour at- 
tacher a ſa femme, & qu ils devien- 
dront une ſeule chair, cela ne fait rien 
ni pour, ni contre, la polygamie, ou 
le divorce; l'expreſſion, devenir une 
« ſeule chair, ſignifie ſeulement par elle- 
s meème, qu'il y auroit, entre un mari 
«© & ſa femme, une union tres etroite : 
mais elle nemporte point qu'un mart 
ne puiſſe avoir en meme tems une 


ſemblable 


cc 


o 


* 


cc 
cc 


from the Bones, Ezek. xxxvii. 10.—they flood up 
- their ars an exceeding great army. See Chron. 
ab. Moſheim, Maclaine edit, vol. ii. 581—2. 
To alter God's Law relative to marriage, for fear 
of abuſe, is about as wiſe and holy, and as reſpect- 
ful to the wiſdom of the Divine LAWGIVER, as 
taking the Bible away from the Popiſh laity, in or- 
der to prevent hereſy and ſchiſm, and to preſerve the 
W of the church. See before, p. 325, n. 5 
hen perſons ſpeak of the ſpirit and genius of 
the goſpel, as diſtinguiſhable from the ſpirit and ge- 
mus of the law, with reſpect to purity and holineſs, 
they uſually ſay a great deal more than they are au- 
thorized from the ſcriptures to ſpeak, or, perhaps, 
than they themſelves underſtand. | ; 
If the New Teſtament ſays— 4s He which hath 
called you is haly, ſo be ye holy in all manner of con- 
verſation—it is added—becauſe it is written, Be ye 


| | holy, 


1 ai - 
« ſemblable liaiſon avec deux ou plu- 
„ fieurs femmes; & a Vegard de la diſſo- 
* lution du marriage, tout ce qu'on en 
«c peut inferer, c'eſt qu'il ne doit pas ètre 
«« rompu legerement, & ſans quelque 
% bonne raiſon. Selon le ſtile des He- 
« breux, le mot de chair marque toute 
. *© Traifon, tant d' affinite que de con- 


holy, for I am holy. Comp. 1 Pet. i. 1 5, 16. with 


Vs xix. A; b 


went down to the. potter s houſe (ſaith Jer. 


Xviii. 3.) and behold he wrought a work on the 
Wheels. And the veſſel that he made of clay was 


marred ( Nm — ſpoiled) in the hand of the potter; ſo 


he made it again anather veſſel, as ſeemed good to the 
Potter to make it. - 


Tertainly the poor potter could do no otherwiſe ; 


if he ſpoiled the veſſel in the making, he muſt repair 
his loſs by making it over again ;—but ſhall we 
imagine that the a/l-wiſe Gop, either for want of 


9 or foreſight, miſcarried or Failed, in point 
of holineſs and purity, with reſpect to the LA 


which he framed for the moral government of his 


creatures under the Old Teſtament, and therefore 


corrected his miſtake, and made another and a bet- 
ter” LAW for that purpoſe, under the New Teſta- 


ment 5 


Contending for a purity and holineſs in the New 


Teſtament, which is not in the Old Teſtament, is 
but ſaying all this in other words, and coinciding 
With the principles of Cerinthus, Mahomet, and 
Socinus. See before vol. i. 323, 324, 347, 349 
Manes and Cerintbus were conſiſtent, for as they 
rejected the lato of the Old Teſtament, they at the 


ſame time rejected the Gop of the Old Teſta- 
ment. 
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fanguinite, comme Va remarque Mr. 
Le Clerc. C'eſt ainſi que Laban dit a 
Jacob, Gen xxix. 14. TY es mon os 
& ma chair C eſt-à-dire, je vous 
reconnois pour un des mes parens. 
Comme donc tout autant de parens qu'a 
une per ſonne ſont ſa chair, de meme 
rien n'empeche qu'un homme ne puiſſe 
etre dit, ſelon ce ſtile, une meme chair 
avec pluſieurs femmes.” 5 
8 When Moſes ſays, that à man ſhall 

leave bis father and mother, and cleave 
to his wife, and they ſhall become one 


feſh—this makes nothing for or a- 


gainſt polygamy or divorce; the expreſ- 


© fion—become one fleſh—ſignifies, only 


by itſelf, that there ſhould be between 
a man and his wife a moſt ſtrict uni- 
on: but it does not import that an huſ 
band may not have at the ſame time, 

a like bond with rwo of more wives. 
As to the diſſolution of the marriage, 
all that one can infer from it is, that 
it ought not to be broken lightly, and 
without ſome good reaſon. Accord- 
ing to the ſtyle of the Hebrews, the 
word fleſh denotes all relation, as well 
of affinity as of confanguinity, as Mr. 
Le Clerc has obſerved. Thus Laban 


ſays to Jacob, Gen. xxix. 14. Surely 


rbru art my bone and my fleſb—that 


66 18 
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<« is to ſay, Dacknowledge thee for one of 
* my. relations.—As therefore all the res 
<« lations which any perſon hath are his 
e fleſh, ſo nothing hinders, but that a 
man, according to this ſtyle of 
ing, may be called one Jamie fleſh with 
many wives. 

On that part of Liv. ii. c. v. ſect. 9. 
where Grotiut ſays that Gop's giv- 
“ ing but one woman to one man, ſuf- 
« ficiently ſhews what is moſt agreeable 
* to Gop, and conſequently this has 
* always been comely and commend- 
e able; but it does not follow, adds 
„ Grotius, that one cannot do otherwiſe 
„ without a crime: for where there is 

no law, there is no violation of law: 
tt now at that time there was no law 
% about the matter.” 

Grotius has a long note on part of this 
paſſage, which: Barbeyrac ee and 
then adds 

* fA juger de cette n ien 
* damment des loix civiles, il eſt cer- 
* tain que ſouvent on ne pourroit uſer 
de la liberté de la polygamie, fans pe- 
cher contre quelque vertu, & s enga- 
„ger dans des inconveniens facheux; 
1 5 cauſe deſquels la prudence des legiſ- 
c lateurs a demande qu'on defendit en- 
1 tierement d'avoir plus d'une femme à 
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4 
* 


* 


(424 ] 

“ la fois. Mais on ne ſauroit inferer de 
« la que la choſe foit mauvaiſe en elle- 
«© meme, ſelon le droit naturel : tout ce 
% quon peut dire, c'eſt que c'elt une des 
6 ces choſes indifferentes de leur nature, 
«* dont il eſt facile d'abuſer, comme le 
jeu, par exemple, & pluſieurs autres 
4% divertiſſemens, dont le plus ſir eſt 
«© de fe priver, pour peu qu'on ſe 
« ſente de la diſpoſition a en faire mau- 
vais uſage.” | N 
** To judge of this queſtion, indepen- 
« dently of civil laws, it is certain, that 
* often one cannot uſe the liberty of 
, fpolygamy without offending againſt 
s ſome virtue, and engaging in griev- 
ous inconveniences; on account of 
* which, the prudence of legiſlators 
has required, that the having more 
than one wife at a time, ſhould be 
prohibited * entirely. But we can- 
| | | «cc not 


cc 


cc 


The Marquis of Beccaria, in his ingenious 
eſſay on Crimes and Puniſhments—c. xl. On falſe 
Ideas of Utility—obſerves, that A principal 
ſource of errors and injuſtice, are falſe ideas of 
© utility. For example—that legiſlator has falfe 
ideas of utility, who conſiders particular more than 
general inconveniences ; who had rather command 
<< the ſentiments of mankind, than excite them, and 
<< dares to ſay to reaſon “ be thou my ſlave,” — 
<© who would facrifice a thouſand real advantages, 
<<. to the fear of an imaginary or trifling inconve- 
e nience ; who would deprive men of the * of 

| | - > re, 
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* not infer from thence, that the thing 
ig evil in itſelf, according to natural 
«<< fire, for fear of their being burnt, and of water, 
< for fear of their being drowned ; and who knows 
s of no means of preventing evil but by deſtroying 
6/7 | ; 

The indiſcriminate and total prohibition of poly-. 
gamy, in order to prevent its abuſe, falls directly 
within the above obſervation, and is one of. thoſe 
proofs of human abſurdity, with which the hiſtory 
of mankind abounds, even taken in a temporal view, 
as might be inſtanced in many /ituations to which 
married men may be unavoidably reduced. See be- 
fore, vol. i. p. 181—184. Their being condemned 
to ſuffer all the inconveniences, and to be expoſed 
to all the miſchiefs of thoſe ſituations, becauſe others, 
who are not in the ſame, may abuſe that mode of 
relief which the law of Gop affords, is an attack 


upon the divine legiſlation, an arraignment of the 


divine wiſdom, and an unauthorized encroachment 
on the natural rigbis of mankind. 28 8 
The ſame may be ſaid of the prevention of clan- 
deſtine marriages, by vacating the bond of marriage, 
and releaſing the parties from all matrimonial obti- 
gation whatſoever. | | 
Thus alſo, depriving a contracted woman of the 
exaction of that right which God's law poſitively 
ives her, and the law of this land once afforded 
{iy to the deſtruction of her character, comfort, 
and peace of mind for ever — this, becauſe, now 
and then, a clandeſiine marriage might hurt the 
pride, or diſappoint the avarice or ambition, of a 
few individuals. 77 5 a, a3 
In ſhort, the whole is replete with folly, and, as 
far as the divine law is concerned, with wickedneſs; 
and reminds one of the blackſmith, who, ſeeing a fly 
on the forehead of his ſleeping infant, ſtruck at the 
znſeft with his fledge-hammer, killed the fly, and at 
the ſame time daſhed out the brains of his child. 


right 


© 
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« right: all that can be faid is, that it 
Dis one of thoſe things indifferent in 
© their nature, which it is eaſy to abuſe; 
„ ſuch as gaming, for inſtance, and 
% many other amu ea of which it 
7 is the ſureſt way to deprive ourſelves, 
if we perceive in the leaſt a difpoſi- 
«© tion in ourſelves to make a bad uſe of 
te them.” 
 Barbeyrac, on Grot. de Jur. liv. 1 
F 17. note 3. lays it down as a rule, that 
—*< Gor cannot abſolutely permit the 
«© leaſt thing which is evil in itſelf, 
* though he be conſidered as acting in 
«* the quality of a temporal monarch 
(as under the theocracy)—* for this 
* character does not ſtrip him of his 
© holineſs, nor does it binder us from 
«« ſuppoſing that he approves, as innocent 
« at leaſt, all that he permits, either in 
* formal terms, or by neceffary conſe- 
«© quence from any expreſs law or or- 
inance. Here then, in my opinion,” 
adds he, are the conſequences which 
« we may draw from the divine permiſ- 
- * fion, where reaſons drawn from the 
« nature of the things themſelves, to 
< which attention is always to be paid, 
„% may appear doubtful.” _ 
He then Proceeds | to 5 down two 
* 


— 
- * 


N 
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general rules, which are well worth. ous 
attention. 

*I. Vand Dur per mer une cheſs en 
certain cas, o a certaines perſonnes, ou 
cc far. rapport 2 certaines gens; on doit 
« inferer dela, que cette choſe permi yo 
gt point mauvaiſe de ſa nature.” 

« L When Gop permits a thing in a 
& certain caſe, or to certain perſons, or 
with reſpect to certain people, we 
1 ought to infer from thence, that the 

thing which is permitted 7s not evil 
* in itſelf.” 

After giving other examples to iltuſ- 

trate this rule, he proceeds— 
Ill eſt defendu aux Rois, par la loi 
% de Moe (Deut. xvii. 17.) D'avoir un 
* trop grand nombre des femmes, de peur 
qu elles ne les portent a violer la loi: 
* par la le legiſlateur permet tacitement . 
© 3 eux, & à tous les autres, d'avoir 
“plus d'une femme ſans quoi la defenſe 
« ſeroit fort ſuperflue, Donc la polygamie 
* neſt pas mauvalle, & illicite de fa na- 
ec ture. 
By the law of Moſes (Deut- xvii. i. 17. 
« the kings (of Huel) are forbidden to 
„ have 00 great @ number of wives, left 
« they ſhould carry them into a violation 
« of the law: by this the legiſlaror ta- 
" « citly pertnilts them, and all ens 
| | + ave 
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© have more than one wife, otherwiſe the 
% command were * ſuperfluous. From 
hence it follows, that polygamy is not 
c evil and illicit in itſelf . 

„ II. Lorſque Dix regie la maniere 
e ume choſe, ou qu il fait par rapport à cette 
* choſe, quelque autre reglement, qui ſup- 
« Poſe" neceſſairement qu elle eſt permiſe ; il 
faut voir gil Sagit d'un ſeul ate paſ- 
is: Trek 3: i Jager, 


The intention of the commandment relative to 
the kings of Iſrael 1 xvii. 17.) appears plainly 
from the very words of it—which are not - that they 
ſhall not have more than one wife at a time but that 
the fing u NI—n0n muliiplicabit, Mont. Hl! 
not multiply (or increaſe to a multitude) M BW women 
to himſelf—ſo as to imitate the kings of the heathen, 
who had numbers of women of all nations, partly 
for late, partly for the provocation and indulgence 
of ſenſuality, and this to ſuch a degree, as wholly to 
neglect all public affairs, and to ſink into the moſt 
ſhameful ſloth and effeminacy, Therefore it is 
added—1227 ND that his I turn not away 
not only from the affairs of the #;ngdom— but into 
apoftacy from Gop to idols, being ſolicited thereto 
by the fondneſs he might entertain for a variety of 
women taken to ſupply his pleaſures, ſome of them 
perhaps heathens, to which he might be attached, if 
once he gave a looſe to an unbounded appetite. 
The wiſdom of this command, appears from the 
melancholy hiſtory of Solomon, as recorded 1 Kings 
xi. 1—8. | | OY 
Mr. Prior, in one of the moſt beautiful poems 
that our language ever produced, has finely, and 
indeed ſcripturally, repreſented Solomon as ſaying — 


1 Charm'd 


1 
e ſager, ou d une choſe qui par elle- meme, 
* ou par ſes ſuites, ſe reduiſe a4 une habi- 
„ fude, & une pratique continuelle. ' * 
II. When Gonp regulates the man- 
* ner of a thing, or makes, with re- 
© ſpect to the thing, ſome other regu- 
* lation, which neceſſarily ſuppoſes the 
* thing itſelf permitted; we ſhould con- 
* ſider whether this concerns a fingle | 
* tranſitory act, or ſomething which in 
« itſelf, or by its conſequences, may 
* reduce itſelf into habit and 'continudl 


r 3 2x8 3 
« Dans le dernier cas la permiſſion 


«© Charm'd by their eyes, their manners I acquire, 
« And ſhape my fooliſhneſs to their defire: 
“To each new harlot I new altars dreſs, 

% And ſerve her Gop, whole perſon I careſs.” 


To guard againſt this, as well as other effects of 
a provoked, indulged, and unbounded ſenſuality, 
appears to be the intention of this law. But as to 
| polygamy, as conſidered in itſelf, its lawfulneſs muſt 
be ſuppoſed, otherwiſe (as Barbeyrac rightly con- 
cludes) there could be no place for ſuch a law as 
this, which is to moderate and regulate it with re- 
rd to thoſe who, from their lation, muſt have ſo 
ull a power, and conſequently ſo much temptation, 
to abuſe it. | . TR” 
If the reader conſiders the whole context of this 
paſſage (ver. 16, 17.) he will perceive, that it only 
concerns the abuſe or exceſs of things lawful in them- 
ſelves, as the inſtances of horſes, and gold and ſilver, 
clearly demonſtrate. | 


emporte 
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ie .emporte toujours une veritable ap- 
probation de la choſe dont il s'agit, 
* comme licite par elle-meme. Il eſt 
* impoſſible que Dixv permette, par 
«© ,exemple, le metier de brigand, de pi- 
40 rute, d'aſſaſin, de duelliſte, &c. ſous 
2 quelques conditions que ce ſoit. Lors 
done qu on voit qu'il règle certains cas 
e qui ſuppoſent la polygamie permiſe, 
, Homme dans Deut. xxi. 1 5. on a tout 
ee ieu dinferer de cela ſeul. que la poly- 
lee game n eſt pas neceſſairement contraire 
au droit naturel. 

An the latter caſe, the een 

« 1 — implies a real approbation Wo 
-<<:the thing 3 in queſtion, as lawfulin itſelf. 
It is impoſſible that-Gop ſhould allow 
«the trade, for inſtance, of a robber—of 
% a pirate of an afſaſſiin—of a duelliſt, &c. 
under any conditions whatſoever. As - 

46 then we.ſce that He regulates certain 
-**..caſes, which ſuppoſe a permiſſion of 
* ' pplygamy—as in Deut. xxi. 15. we are 

wat full liberty to infer from thence, that 
% polygamy ĩs not necedarily contrary to 
<< natural right.” 

More tranſcripts might be made from 
this very learned and ingenious man, to 
the ſame purpoſe; but theſe are ſufficient 

to ſhew the force of TRUTH, over a li- 
beral and candid mind, where ſeripture i ys 
made 
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made the one ſtandard of deciſion as to 
good and evil. Influenced by this, the 

great Grotius ſhall vary from his firſt opi= 
nions, and Barbeyrac, though no friend 
to polygamy, yet does not offer, in a ſingle 
inſtance, to condemn it on the footing of 
divine revelation'; he fairly and Song 
owns, that its abölition has been owing to 
human legiſlation oer x and of coutſe, that 
it is not & in itſelf. not forbidden either 
in the Old or New Teſtament; — ſo far from 
It, moſt certainly approved and allowed 
and, as ſuch, regulated by the drome lau. 
I would not be underſtood to have 
quoted Grotius, Barbeyrae, or any other 
1 and learned author, in the courſe of 
his work, with the leaſt 'view of deter- 
mining any matter of faizh, or of deciding, 
either one way or the other, as to what 
is agreeable, or otherwiſe, to the mind and 
2010 of Gon, touching any of the points 
which have been diſcourſed upon. The 
writings of men are evidence of their op- 
nions; but whether thoſe opinions are right 
or wrong, can only appear from their con- 
formity, or diſagreement with the ſcrip- 
*tures. To theſe alone, therefore, we m 
appeal, for all decifion in religieus mat- 
ters —if we think with theſe, we need not 
concern ourſelves who differs from us; 
if our notidns of religious Fruths are only 
derived 


\ 
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derived from the opinions or reaſonings of 
fallible men like ourſelves, we are on no 
better footing than our Popiſb neighbours, 
or our heathen anceſtors, as to any feaſon 
which wwe can give for the hope that is in us. 
— Therefore let me jni/þ the whole of 
this work, as I concluded the Introduction 
to it—To THE LAW AND TO THE TES“ 
TiMony.—If, rei. 20 
As for any thing elſe, whether it be the 
wiſdom of Plato, Ariſtotle, Cicero, &c. 
among the antients— of Sir Jſaac Newton, 
Mr. Locke, Biſhop Warburton, or the 
ald woman that ſells apples at the corner of 
a ftreet, among the moderns—the author 
eſteems it all equally venerable, equally | 
to be depended upon, where GoD's nind 
and will is concerned, independently of reve- 

tation; and he does earneſtly hope, that 
every reader—if the author might preſume 
to name himſelf after ſuch great authori- 
ties will, throughout the peruſal of zhe/e 
volumes, treat him in the ſame way, and 
not believe one word, but as it appears 
conſonant to the {eriptures—For what 
man knoweth the things of a man, ſave 'the 
«Spirit. of a man_which is in bim; Even ſo, 
the things of Gor knoweth- no one (& deic) 
. Gut the ſpirit of GoD. 1 Cor. ii. 11. 
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. 1 : A 
DULTERY, 57. Defined, ib. A capital offence 
Aby the divine law, 62, 62. So by the law of 
England in 1650, p. 63, n. Not ſo now, ib, | 
Aki, 82. 125 3 5 5 
Aus rix, St. —his teſtimony concerning concubinage, 
2, u. On the antient polygamy, 100, n. A fooliſh 
aying of his on the ſubject, 255, n. ö 
ADULTERY, miſchiefs of, 65. 
ABRAHAM and Hagar, 117, and n. 
Ar EAN DER III. Pope, his conſtitution concerning poſt« 
legitimation, 34 1 „ 
Abbau and Eve, their creation no precedent to be 
drawn from it againſt polygamy, 143, and n. 
Azicait and Ahinoam, wives to David, 152. 
AzisHao the Shunamite, 169. | . 
Anmseru, Atchbiſhop of Canterbury, makes a canon 
againſt /adomy, which is never publiſhed, 177, n. 
Ac of GENERATION, not ſinful in itſelf, 45 & ſeq. 
WR—explained in all its ſenſes, 269, 270. 
AB1MBLECH, Caſe of, 281. | 
l N Arier, 
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ARrTICLE, SEVENTH, of the church of England, quoted 
and explained, 300, 301. 
An1car, her pleading for Nabal, 340. 


ABRoOGaT1oN, doctrine of, borrowed from the Mabe- 
metan doctors, 401, n. 


PX 


B : . 
OLINGBROKE, Lord, a . ſentiment of his, 7, n. 

B Bux NET, Biſhop, quoted on the ſubject of the diſ- 
ſoluteneſs of the unmarried clergy before the reforma- 
tion, 64, n. A quotation from him on polygamy, 
261—2. His opinion at large thereon, 311. 

Bacon's Abr. quoted on pre- contracts, 30. 

Bux rox r, on Deut. xxi. 1— 4. p. 87, n. 

Bicamy, ſtatute of 1 Jac. c. 11, preamble of, 181, n. 
Bigamiſts - clergy 3 197, n. Ouſted of clergy, 


206. 
BELLazmiNe, his teſtimony for the Pope's power to 
make and unmake ſins, 190, n 
Bax T Au, more females than males born there, 107. 
BEZA- talks nonſenſe, 154. 
BER BANs, their example to be followed, 248. 
BoTTLEs, leathern, miſtaken for glaſs, 371. 
Bvcer, on concubinage, 407, 408. | 
BaxBEYRAC obſerves that Grotius changed his opinion 
concerning the interpretation of Matt. xix. g. p- 393» 
394. See alſo vol. ii. 407 & ſeq. 1221 
Bar TIs M, no zew /aw of CHRIST, 350. 
BERNARD, on n 1755 and n. 
S F > 
IRUCIFIX, an heathen invention, Pref. p. xiv. n. 
ConsTANTINE, his laws about ige, 31, n. 
Eſtabliſhes Chriſtianity by law, 211, n. e 
ONCUBINE, What, 53, 54, and n. 1 
CoroLLakits on the nature and obligation of i mar- 
riage, 39. ; 
CommanpwenT, the ſeventh, does not forbid bb 
gamy, 121. | 
Cnuscn, in 4th century, made no diſtinRtion berween 
_ ife and t, 31, n. | 


A fo nds | Crttacy 


. - „ 


3 WEE SY 177. & Fa Of the clergy, 
207, 208. 

Con rIx BEN, where to be prayed for, 186. 

CaxrRusiAxs would not eatfe/+ to ſave their 12 189. 

Cx RBERVUs, Popiſb, his three heads, 209, n. 

CorinTH had a temple of Fenus, 220, n. | 

 CortnTH1ans lewd and debauched to a proverb, 220. 

— Paul's anſwer to their letter, 215. Ex- 
plained, ib. & ſeg. as | 

Czsar, his account of community of WIVES among the 
Britons, 231, n. 

Concusines ap pproved in the church, 31; 32, Ne 

Creckrops eſtabliſhes mo at Athens, 244. 

Cavs, Dr. allows that the primitive Chriſtian: carried 
matters too far with reſpeck to ſecond marriages, 258. 

CkRZMONIAL law, its morality muſt ever remain, 275. 

CasTRATION practiſed by ſome of the antient Chri/+ 
tians, 304, n. 

Cxäixrnvus, his creed, 347. 

CunrisT not a giver of a zew law, 320. His offices, 357. 
His commiſſion, 400. | | 

CoMMERCE of the /exes, an object of the moral law, 362. 


_ =» Canvitivs Ruca, the firſt Roman who divorced his 


wife, 388. 

Canxox Law, Popiſh, abs the church to be above 
the ſeripture, Pref. xv. n. 

orszer, their marriage made felony, 207, 208. 


D 


Dos = among the Fews, 26. | 
DevrT,:xxiv. 1. confidered — explaiged, 35, 86, | 
87, and en. 
Dezvr, xxii. 28, 29. explained, p. 28, 29. 
Divorce, Feiſs, did not operate as a tg 
the marriage, 88. Bill of, 368. Attended with dif- 
ficulties, 367, n. 
Dur. xxi. 15. a concluſive argument for polygamy, 
. 
Davin has many wives given to him, 114. 
DioENESs held community of women, 223. 
DEAN EY, Dean, his reflections on ee 117. a. 
264, 265. Examined, ib. and 266, 267. 
Davip and Jonathan, their friendſhip, 340. 
Davs11 rA forſakes her huſband and marries Felix, 386. 
Ff 2 E EXOD. 
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E 
XOD. xxii. 16. explained, 24, $6 26, 


EccLEsiasTICAL courts, their views of mar- 
. 29, 30. 


their oppreſſion and ty- 

ranny, 66, n. Ought to be aboliſhed, 67. 

Esrovsars, 25, and n. | 

ExAMPLEs of the ſaints in old time are for our inffruc- 

tion, 84, n. 

Euxvcns, mentioned Matt. xix. 11, 12, what, 180, n. 

ETI IA, a bold reprover of fin, 133. 

EzRA, x. 1, &c. and x. 2. quoted, 135, 136. 

Epwarp I. ſtat. of, adopting the bv ad $ conſtitution at 
Lyons, concerning bigamits, 206. 

VI. ſtat. of, repeals the former, ib. 

ECCLESIASTICUS xxiii. 22, 23, deſcribes adultery, 293. 

Exemits, love of, equally a doctrine « the We: and 
New Teftaments, 334, 336. | 


F 


ATHERS, antient, their writings not to be de- 
pended on, 16, and n. ib. Their notions of Gen. 
- 4, 28. p. 120, n. 
FALLIIIII T of councils, churches, &c. confeſſed by 
the church of England, 5. | 
FoxnicaTion defined, 51, n | 
Faru and Son, names of office, not of nature, 18, n. 
ForsTeR, Dr. his voyage quoted, on the proportion of 
males and females born in Africa, &c. 1 


8 
EN. 3 U. 23, 24, explained, and el i 1 Cor. | 
vi. 15, 16. p. 18, 19. 
GENERATION, at of, not L Gnful. in itſelf, 45 46! 47. 
Grant, Major, his notion about males and Ke 
examined, 102, n. : 
GABRIEL brings the celibacy of bien. from Heaven, l 
207, n. | | 
. always one and the ſame, or” . > "a 
* e 244˙ 5 s t i V6 
| - GroTrus 


& 


* 


INDEX TO VOL. L 


GroTivs owns the Jewiſh law allowed pohgamy 25 1, n. 
His notions on the law of Chrift relative to Poly- 


9 22. | 
. — changes hag opinion, 394+ 


. Ac 
ENRY II. of rn a ſaying of his on . diſ- 
penſations, 13, n. 

Hit zr x, 82. 

Huszaxp, defined, 43, n. 6 

Horace quoted on navigation, 103, n. On the muta. 
bility o words, 59, n. 

Ha car's marriage with Abram not ſinful, 142, n 

Hen. VIII. ſtatute of, againſt priefts' marriage, 207, 208, 

HALL, Biſhop, 'a ſaying of his, 350. 3 

Heropras leaves her huſband, and marries his brother, 

8 3 8... 

H . P : r.-conjugation, how expreſſed by the Hellenifts, 

393. ns 


I 


)GES xix. 1 „ Ke. conſidered, 55. F 
 TenaTrvs introduces the ſaying of a Jew on the cre- 
dibility of the New Teſtament, 94, n. " 
10 8 not the cauſe of che Jewifs polygamy, 93 
& le 
17 polygamiſt, by t the at of the N am 
da, 96. 


Jed and the angel. 115, n. 

Jon xxxi, 1, explained, 126, n, 
JzsviT's continency, 125, n. 
Joszrx and Poriphar's wife, 142, n. | 
INFANTS. heads found in Tope Gregory' 5 fiſn- pond, . 


207, n. 


J the Baptiſt, * reproof of Herod, 255. His com- 


fon and preaching, 258 9. Appeals to the Old 
8 or his miſſion, 325, n. 
Joszruus on Rach iv. 6. p. 266. A ſaying of his o on 
David's tnarrying Saul's wives, ib. | 
Jews, the modern, forbid polygamy, why, 279, n. 


Jon xiii. 34. explained, 337. 
JUVAY Oba on the manners of the Roman women, 389. 


F f 3 K KEMPFER, 


IN» 2x TO vol. 


EMPFER, 11. account of the make and 2 i 


Meaco, 107, n. 


ENNEDY, 796 on "ow ſabbath, 16. 


2 88 . 
1. his quairel with Lo. x. one e means of 


the reformation, 2. © 
of God immutable, 10, 3 

LangGuacs mutable, 58, n. Not fo the e W. 

Laugen and his two wives, 147, * 73 . 5 

Lv. lars 18, on the marriage 0 f rwo liſters, explained, 

157 & le | 

13 83 — of, encluding bigamiſts. from- all 
Clerks privilege, 206. Law of EA. VI. againſt it, ib. 

LuTars, a ſaying of his upon fin-making, 210, n. 

Lanpcrave of Heſſe marries two wives at once, on the 

opinions of the reformers at Wittemburg, 212, .. 

Lycvxcus, his law about men's lending their wires, | 
221 & ſeq. 

yo N Deut. xxv. — p. 260. Reaſon of that 
aw, 261, 

LyinG, a maxim of the fathers of the fourth eg. 

03, n. 

125 nature, what, 321 7 | 

Lacraxrius, his notion of Cunzor' 8 miſkon, 324. 

Law of CR IST, mentioned Gal. vi. z, explained, 341. 
And illuſtrated, 342, and n. 

Law, moral, founded in the relation which reaſonable 
creatures bear to the Creator, 361. Like a golden 
chain, 364. Its nature, uſe, and properties, 3447. 

Lux E xvi. 18. paraphraſed, 396, 397, 398. 1 

LzTT-HAN DED wife, what, _ $16 55) 

Wk 3 1 | 

ONTESQUIEU, his ſentiments on proſtitution, 

8, n. 

Marr. v. 18. explained, 14. 

ede papa original inſtitution of, 18. 

— ceremony, an human | invention, 23. „u- 

ful, 40, 41. 

— condemned; as s unlayful for Chriſtians, 191. 

MERTON, 


MzxTox, ſtatute of, concerning marriage, 31. 
MATT. xix. 3, &c. explained, 80 & ſeq. 

MisrR Rss, err. 53: e ee 

Mr r. v. 28, e&plained, 123, and n. 

Ma. ii. 14, 15, explained, 135 & ſeq. 

Max RIACES, ſecond, condemned, 144, and n. 191. 


— of the clergy, 197, n.. 
Mix ac Es, Popiſh, wrought by CRRIST, and the Virgis 
Mary, on prayers for continency, 187. 
MonTanisTs and Nowatiars condemn ſecond marri- 

ages, 199. RE Tg 
MiLTon quoted on the creation of woman, 145, n. 
Manes, or Manicbæus, his errors about marriage, 220, n. 
ManLlon's next kinſman will not redeem his land, 
- why, 265. 55 cata 
MaLEs and Females, proportion of, 102, &c. and n. 
Manon, his account of the prophets who brought new 

laut, 324. This neceſſary for his plan, ib. His art 
with reſpect to the authority of the Scripture, 325. 
Mapness, argues right from æurong principles, inſtanced 
in the Socinian plan, 328—9. 8 
Moss, his love for the people, 339. 
 MEeLCHIZEDRCK, 350. OE 
Marr. v. 31, 32, farther conſidered, 365. 

— Kix. 9, ditto, 370 „ 
Mozart law, unalterable, binding on angels as well as 

men, 361. 62 x 


A JOLDIUS quoted on the ſubject of diſpenſation for 


4 polygamy, 91, n. | 
 Narrxs, tribe of, Polyandrifts, 200, n. 


Nichols, Pope, reſtrains ptieſts from marrying, 207, n. 


Nis us, his ſpeech to the Rutalians on behalf of Eury- 
alus, 340. 


New-Law ſcheme, pregnant with miſchiefs of the moſt 
alarming kind, 353 —355 | 


| EN | 
RDINANCEs of men to be ſubmitted to, 4t, n. 


N Occasion of CHRIS T's diſcourſe with the Pha- 
riſers, Marr. xix. 4. &c. 374. | 


Fr v P PIUS 


- 
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IUS,: Pope, Articlev'of bis Creed, Pref. xiv. n. 
PaosrrTuTLON, dreadful conſequences of, 8, n. 
Parisrian divines make doctrines for the people, 9. 
PNA E and commutation, 67, and n. at bottom. 
1 PgT. ii. 13, quoted and explained, 41, n. See alſo 
Vol. IE 71, n. ä 
Punic WISDOM, 2 mere Proteus, $5, Ne 
Pou.yGamy,74-. Defined 75, and n. Whether it tends 
to population, 100, n. 
PLURALITY of perſons in the Godhead revealed in the 
Old Teſtament, 57, n 


Porr not mentioned i in che New Teſtament, 121, 
122. 

— probably frequent among the firſt Chriſt ns, 
192, 243. 

er Kt Biſhop, his comment on Liv, XVili. 18. 157. 

PurysNnDORF leaves the matter of polygamy uncertain, 

Whether againſt the la of nature, or not, 74, n. - 

PayaxuUTIVS, his ſpeech at the council of Nice, about 
the clergy putting away their wives, 195, n. 

- PxEjvuDICE againſt married priefts, inſtances of, 213, n. 

Praro held community of women, 220, 

. PauL,y St. no Jaw-giver, 240. 

PaTricx on Rath, iv. 6. p. 266. 

ParADICN ſetting forth Gov! 8 dealings Wenne M. 
nogamiſis and Polygamiſts, 28 5. 

For roaur how firſt — in the Chriftian church, 
177, 291. Why allowed to men and not to women, 
292—299. Neceſſary to be fo, 297—8. 

PEeRPECT1ON of the divine /aw atteſted by t the Od and 


| Too Korres Jars 328. 


ff | | | 
ELIGION of ee, to _ followed, an \ Heathen 


maxim, 1, n. 

Roux, ancient, three kinds of marriage, 33. 
Rur u, iv. 5, 6, conſidered, 263 & ſeg. 
"RaBBINICAL explanation of R298, n. 0 3 


85 5. 40.4 1 
I POUSALS de A &c. what, 25, 4M; N 
SCOTLAND, cuſtom of with reſpe& to marriages 
2 = after.cohabication, and children born, 33. 
10 5 Sn AMA, 


INDEX TO VOL: I. 
SHAMMAH, 82. 


SwepEN, more females FTIR born in the laſt cen- 
cury, 107, An inſtance of ditto at N Er. 
land, ditto, Benet nn ot zam annie; 5 
Saves. no-baſtard, I. aotth ou nn gs | 5 EUR 
SALMON in the water, experiment of, 0085 as 45 
2 SAM. xii. 8, Dean Delaney $ interprotacidh refured, 
117, 118, 119. 
Sixrus V. grants a dsa fu ee 47951 122 
SEPARATION of man and 4 Where ane 
r ocz de 4281 
SOCRATES put to death, yo Yar 245 e wives, 244. 
Surzasririon of the In in n ene- 
mies on the Sabbath-day, 139. 
—— the Chri/tiens withregard (0 the mar 
*._ riage of prieſts, 213, n. 
 SToics held community of women, 223. e D TAK 
SNR words, have often plural meanings, 2 232, n. 
SELDEN, on Rutb iv. 6. p. 267. 
. SERMONS, two, on the marriage- act, 277. 6 464 
SOCINIANISM, 306, 33. 2 
SERMON on the Mount, explains. and aſſerts the bovour 
and obligation of the divine law, 330—6. 
SACRAMENTS, Of baptiſm and the Lord's s ſupper, pre- 
figured in the Old Teſtament, 350—353. 
.SALOME repudiates her hufband, 385, n. 
SENECA, his account of the Reman women, with reſpe 
to leaving their huſbands. for others, 388, n. 
SYNESIUS, a Chriſtian een his . Pref. xix. 


TC . of. Aenne about concubinage, 32, 

Talræ, among the Jews, a Phariſaical ſect, 

r 

| Tran, his notes on Noldius, relative to Lev. xvii, 
18, p. 156, n. 157. 

1 TI. iii. 2. and f1T. i. 6. explained, 199 & ſeq. 

TxenT, council of, obliged td thoſe who defend their 
anathema againſt polygamy, 241, Ne 

TesTAMENT, Old and New, to be compared together, 
Ne Sek _ vol. ii. 357 & leqe 


51 
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n 


4 miſled by tranſlations, 1 55 n. 372, n. 
Varazrus on Deut. xxiv. 1—4, p. 87. 


Venti, Queen, her diſobedience — her puniſhment no 
bad precedent, 182, n. 


Vanus, temple of, at Corinth, 220, n. 
ALESIANS caſtrated themſelves, 304, n. 
VENEREAL diſeaſe, not in [/rael, 308, and n. 
Union between CHAIs r and the Church, no argument 
again polygamy, 252—254. 
W 
ICELIFFE, firſt reformer in Europe, 3, n. 


's bones burnt, ib. 
Won defined, 19, n 


Wnonzpon and fornication, 45. 
» odious in Goy's ſight, 49. Paniſhed with 


death, 0. 


ſed original of, 48. | 

— not, 8 ered to approach the altar, or to receive 
the Excharift without gloves on, 188, n. 

WariTTINGTON and his bells, an emblem of people 
who are deceived by the ſound of words in favour of 
preconceived opinions, 246—7. 

WuriTBY, Ds. his comment on 1 Cor. vii. 4. ah 241. 
His conceſſion reſpecting polygamy, 243, n. | 

Wirezus, his explanation of Matt. xix. 9. and Mark 
X. 11. p. 385, 386, 391. 


INDEX 
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| DULTERY not a eauſe of divorce a ; vincale marr! 
moni, a Popiſh tenet, 3, n. 
1 and Hagar, no exception to the role agalnit 
"divorce, 24, n. 
Ar xxx DER, Dr. Hiftory of Women, obſerves the 
tection which Deut. xxviii. 29. affords to female e 
tity, za, n. 
' ATHENn@ vs, his account of a cuſtom relative to old bar- 
chelors, 62. 
Ar : acon, Catherine of, her marriage with Honey vn. 
76. 
ALBIGENSES, 148, nd . 
AMBROSE, a violent ſtickler for celibacy, 119, n. 
ALanvs de Rupe, his blaſphemy on prieſthood, 212, n. 
 APosSTOLICAL conſtitutions, forgeries, 211, n. 
ABorT1on, procurement of, a ſpecies of murder, 319, n. 
ABusE, an unfair ground of argument, 324, n. Much 
uſed by the Papifts againſt the Reformers, 325, 320, n. 
: ANTIQUITY of a doctrine, no proof of its truth, 350, 


B BEDFORD, 


INDEX TO VOL. IT. 


8 
DEDFORD, Dube of u makes” a motion = DIG 
of the marriage - ct, 40, n. "Part of his ſpeech 
thereon, 63. 

BELLARMINE allows of pojgany, 89, n. Contradifts 

1 himſelf, 42521 2 ber. 

ECCARIA, arguis 0 , on co jugal- 5 95 n. 
On child-murder, 318. 8 nj 9 0 39 | 

BLACKSTONE, his opinion on ea marriage,59. 

BrRAZEN SERPENT, broken. 2g Hevaliab;;: — neben 

Bas1L, clock at, 135, u. | | 

1 his account of the firkt i invention of mar- 
riage by pries. 1 ago MES its 

Ps: 14 of — 5c? een 2 pun 5 

BouRDEAUX, a young lady at, fton a Pres 

8 Bimop, his el on the * of pale, 
206, n. 

Bux RET's, Hiſt. Rey. referred to concerning the viſi- 
tation of monaſteries, x18, n. 

BASTARD, the term improperly uſed, 254. 

BELLARMINE of indalgences, 310. 

BoTTLE-CONJUROR, 352. 

BaxBZEYRAC, his account of Grotias S tans of opinion 
with reſpect to CHRIST $ altering the law. e | 
408 & ſeq. | 

Brecakia, Margrzis of, on falſe ideas of ality, 424. n. 

rern and his al. Nees . 


8 
RIM. con. ng for, 3 1 
Cox do, the Chriſtians of, \ptiygamiſtes, 5 n. 
CLANDESTINE MARRIAGES, provided: __ by ſe- 
veral fatutes, Ä. | 
Cerrnacy. diſcouraged by the Heathens, 60. 61. * 
the Fews, 290. 
Caxow. : clandeſtine marriages, 64. $2.7 
Cus Ax us, Cardinal, his laying, at the council of Trent, | 
Lon the ſubject of expounding Scripture, 77, n. 
Czrxeuoxy, marriage, neceſſary, and to be enforced 3 in 
every caſe, 20-3 
CunisTIANITY, conſidered. as. in inſet; and as abuſed, 
00, n. 
Corzxxicax ſyſtem, once accounted an holy, og. 
Ge d b 5 Cavs, 


—_— 
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Cave, Dr. William, an hifforian of primitive 1575 
anity, 119, 131, 122 
1 s Sketches of Switzerland, quotations from, 135. n. 
276, n. 
Cnirp-uuxbzx, cauſe of, 173, 262, 317. 318, n. 
An horrid inſtance of, 348, n. | 
ConTracrTts of marriage, of all ſorts; vacated, a$=—52. 
1 Cox. iv. 3, 4 explained, iin 
Conscrence, what, 179. The evidence on which i 
ſhould determine as à judge, 180—1. 
CARTHAGINIANS, their method of appeaſing their idol 
Saturn, 181—2. 40 
CArvenix Friar, 8 with, 193, n. | 
ConFARREATION, a mode of marriage among the an 
tient Romans, what, 200, n. 


CRURCHMEN, their pride and inſolenee of early Fey 
211, and n. 


CyPRIaN,. St. his high notion of epiſcopal _— 
212, n. 


Caurzoius, Cardinal, a ſaying of his on prieſts? mar- | 
Tiage, 228, n. 

CerinTHvUs, a poſition of his, S 14/4 

CasTRATION, practiſed by Chriſfians, 251: 2 

CuRIsTIANS, primitive, their condemnation of mar- 
riage, the occaſion thereof, 250. 

CeLinacy frequent among us, and why, 275—6. 

CALCULATION on our loſs of people, 278—9g. "9 

ConsTANTINE encourages celibacy, 281, n. 

CazsTER, Biſhop of, cites his commiſſary into the i. 

ritual court, 294, n. 

Cox TRASH between the divine and buman {yſkems, 299- 

ConcLUSION,: 313. 

CEREMONY, not of the i of marriage; 332» n 

Cakixrus, a ſentiment of his on the obligation oF the 
divine law, 338, n. 


CorOLLARIES ariſing from the baniſhment or the 
divine lau., 343-8. 

CAIETAN, Cardinal, aflerts 81. Torre allowance of 
"polygamy, 356, n. | 

CaTHARISTS, in the 12th ee their docuine, 365. 


CnrasTiry of the clergy, in the 4 . but ill ob- | 
"mT 15 
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'» DAVID, 
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Ane bsi: BD 
AVID, his 338 fo Abfalem dilarent — 
that on account of his child by the wife of Uriah; 
I 
=. cauſa precontractſis on the man's fide, unau : 
thorized by Scripture, and illegal N Ws divine | 
law, 21, and en. 1 . 
bill of, its intention, 4. n. 84, n IP f 
too expenſive for the generality e, 81. 
DocTors-coumons, —— alvorce chere, on 2 
clauſe in the marriage act, 52, n. | 
DrYDEN, a ſaying” of his, 79. 
Drpo, her vow againſt a ſecond marriage, ; 1217 . 
Dur. xxi. 13, explained, 205, n. | 
Dez mows, married people fuppoſed to be moſt abi ae 
. their influence, 251, n. 
Dernan, Mr. his tables of births 3 burials, a . 
Diergusarzox of the Pepe to the King of Porigel © 5 
» Marry his own niece, 152, n. 
Dxs:6n, the Author's, in this Treatiſe, 390. 
Davin and  Bathfbeba, their adultery, 403. Their 
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